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ABSTBACT 

An important area of concern to university faculties 
and administrators is the effect upon students of the college 
environment. Are students pleased or dissatisfied? Hhat is the source 
of theif approval or dissatisfaction? The University of Wisconsin ' 
center System -sponsored a cqmprehensive system-wide survey of student 
opinion in 1975 for the purpose of .learning more about its ^students 
an.d their attitudes and feelings toward their Centers. The 'Centers 
provide quality two-year liberal arts transfer programs in a small 
campus setting at fourteei\ geographically* scattered locations for 
traditional and nontraditia?al students. The report of the survey 
accompanying this memorandum supplies empirically derived data from 
the fourteen camptses^ In addition to data on student characteristics 

(e.g., age, marital status, employment, class attendance, family 
income), presented is survey data on how students fee! about aspects 
of their respective Centers (e.g.., students* influence, registration 
procedures, library resources, guidance, job placeient, interaction 
.with faculty, variety of courses, cost of books and supplies), as 
well as information about their academic and carreer goals. 
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y^^ecause A have attended this small Center, I have had mor^ of ^ 
a chance to become^ a person. Because of it, I loiow who I am and who 
I liope to be tomOri^wl' My interests have broadened and I have become 
more aware of my^bilitie^ an'd goals through the guidance of {jrofessional 
people who are willing\ to be friends. It has truly been the experience 
of my life. " 

■ ■ ', \ ■ - . V ■ ^ ■ 

pommerit of one student attending the 
University of Wisconsin^ Center System . 
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During the last several years institutions of higher eduaSt/ion have ex- 
perienced financial stress, changing attitudes of students and educators, 
and new demands by society on the educational system. Understandably,, 
many research studieslHiave been undjertaken to assess the general health 
of these institutions and to provide a baais for decision-making, and 
policy development that will ensure their stability. 



An important area of concern to university faculties and administrators 
is the effect upon students of the college environment. Are students 
pleased or dissatisfied? What is the source of their approval or dis- 
satisfaction? Since students are the consumers of education, it is 
logical, particularly in an era -of consumerism, to take their o^ltflons 
seriously and tcr uafe this feedback constructively in the formulation of 
educational policy. 

The University of Wisconsin Center System sponsored a comprehensive system- 
wide survey of student opinion in 1?75 tor the purpose of learning more 
about its students and their attitudes and feelings toward -their Centers. 
The report of the survey accompanying this memorandum supplies empirically 

^derived data from the fourteen campuses.' In additiiah to data on student 
characteristics (e.g., age, marital status, employment , class attendance, 
family income) , the report presents survey data on how Students feel 
about aspects of their Respective Centers (e.g., students' influence, 
registration procedures ," library resources, guidance, job placement J inter- 

. action with* faculty, variety of courses, cost of books and supplies), as 
well as information about ttheir academic and career goals. 

To the many persons who were consulted and gave helpfulo suggestions, the 
University of Wisconsin Center System expresses its appreciation. I 
particularly wish to thank', for their cooperation, the deans of the 
fwrteen Centers; staff members of the Center System's central administra- 
ticin; and Dr. Herman M. Kroll, Coordinator , Of Bice > of Academic Support 
Services, for his supervision of the survey and the writing of this report. 



Center System students who responded to the survey' deserve owr warmest 
thanks since it was their effort which made this report possible. 



Edward B. Fort 
Chancellor 
University of Wisconsin Center System 



ERIC 



Contents 



University of Wisconsin Center System 

Administrative Staff, Deans, and Department Heads 



List of Tables ♦ ^ 

Acknowledgments , , 

Highlights^^"^ 

Introduction 

Studfe^ntt opinions and college administratidn 
TJ^^^University of Wisconsin Center System 
Past^researcTT ~ ' " 
Focus of the present study 

Student Characteristics 

Men and women; age; marital status; living with^arents 
\ employment * 

Hours worked per week; type of work 

Time of day students attend class 

Number of credit hours taken 

Annual family income before taxes 

Feelings About the Institution 

Students' perception of their influence 

Are students respected? 

Perceptions of the college environment 

Students and professors 

How students regard their Centers 

What They Said; The Students* Conunents 
Needs and Experiences 

Class schedules " ' *. 

Registration ♦ 

Library resources 

Counseling and guj.dance - Q 





-• * ' • * ■ 




if? 




Needs and Experiences (continued) j. .4. V 


Page 


• 


/ " 


Job placeitvent ' v; f'.V .'^j 
College expense ' 


33 
37 




Academic progranf . - 


39 


• ; » 1 




Goals and Decisions ■ " , 


42 


i 




Pre^college decisions 


42 






Post-college decisions ^nd goal,s 


47, 






Explanatory Notes to Computer -generated Tables 


50 


' r 




Sunanary, Discussion and Implications ' 


58 






Referenced \ 


65 






Appendix A Technical Notes 


67 






Sampling Plan , * . 


67 






The Questionnaire , 


69 






Response rates ^^ 


71 


- 




Statistical analysis, data collection, and data processing 


73 






■* . ~ ' 
Appendix B Statistical tables * ' 


74 


o 




Appendix C Reproduction • of survey questionnaire J 

"* ■ ' . - * 


83 






1 

c ■ ■ ■ . ■ " 

' Si . ■ 


41 


\ ■ 

o 


r 


t ■ • 

4 . . . . 

. ii 






ERIC 




•1 


' ' * 



\ 



UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN CENTER SYSTEM 
AdmdLnistrative Staff 



Chancellor " ^ * 

Assistant Chancellor, Academic*f fairs 
Director of Business Affairs 
Director of Research 

Coordinator Academic Support Services 
Registrar 

Coordinator Student Financial Aids 

Director of Libraries 

Director of Instructional Development 



Dr. Edward B; Fort 

Dr. Daniel K, VariEyck 

Mr. Antpne F.' Kucera 

Dr. Teresa Shen 

Dr. Herman M/ Kroll^ 

Mrs. Gladys Meier 

Mr. John Nametz 

Professor Roger 'E. Schwenn 

Dr • B. Eugene Koskey ' 



Campus Deans 



UWC-BarahiPo/Sauk County 
UWC-Barron County . 
UWC-Fond d^"Jac 
UWC-Fox; Valley ^ , 
UWC-Manitowoc County 
UWC-Marathon County 
UWC-Marinette^ County 
UWC-Marshf ieldAJood County 
UWC-Medford 
UWC-Richland - 
UWC-Rbck County 
UWC-Sheboygan County 
UWC-Washington County 
UWC-Waukesha County 



Dean Theodore Savides 
Dean John F. Meggers 
Dean Willard Henken 
Dean Rue Johnson 
Dean Michael K^rnis 
Dean- Willi^im Peters 
^ Dean William Schmidtke 
, Dean Norbert E. Koopman 
Dean Darwin Slocum . 
Dean Mar jorie Wallace* 
Dean Thomas Walter roan 
Dean Kenneth. M. Bailey 
Dean Robert 0. Thompson 
Dean Kenneth Oliver, Jr, 



Academic Department Heads^y 1975^76 



Anthropology/Psychology /Sociology 
Art and Music 
Biological Scienpes 

Biisiness Administration and Economics 
Chemistry ' * 

Communication Arts 

Computer Science /Engineering/Physics 
English/^iterature/Philosophy 
Foreign Languages 

Geography /Geology ^ ' . 

c»History and Political Science 
Mathematics ' , 

Physical Education and Athletics 



.Professor Donald Weast* 
Professor Jack Fitzgerald 
Dr. Kdby Crabtree 
Dr. Yaqub K^rkar 
Dr. Robert Splies 
Professor Dean Graunke 
Dr. Dale Cri^^ler 
Dr. George Rodman 
Dr. James Lange 
Dr. Robert Finley 
Dr. Hung Mao Tien 
Dr. Ghulam Shah 
Professor Jerrold Klingbeil 



111 



* - ■ ' 

^ List of Tables r ' 

Table • Page 

Student Characteristics: Sex, Age, Marital Status, ' ' 

Live With Parents, Employment ^ » , . i . . • . .* 7 

Student Characteristics: Hours Worked, Type of Work, Time 

of Day Attend Classes. .7^ 8 

Student Characteristics: Credit Hours Taken, Annual 

Family Income Before Taxes ... ............. 9 . 

1 Response to: "Center istudents have, enough voice in faculty 
and administrative decisions affecting them." ......... 11 

2 Response to: '"In general , students here are given the r,espect « 
and responsibility of adults." ................ 12 v 

3 Response to: "In general, the rules and regulations are 
pretty relaxed here; people don't feel hassled." 13 

4 Response .to: "I like the present arrangement that provides V * • 
V ' ^ cultural events at my Center — art exhibits, theater, 

concerts^^^^eJtfK'" 15 

5 Response to: "In general^ the Center I attend is a place where 
students just go to class rStot much, else happens there/" . . 16 

6 Response to: "I feel tha€ courses and activities I have . 
participated in at the Center have dontributed a lot to my 

\^ own personal growth." • . . '. . 17 

7 Perceptions of the college environment 18 

8 Response to: "My professors have set .standards that are 
difficulfto achieve." .....:) 1. ..... . . • • • ' 20 

' ' ■ ( ■ ---^ 

9 Response to: "Most of my professors aeem xnterested m me 
as an individual." .. . . . . . . X. 21 

10 Response to: "Professors and undergraduates at my Center get 
together often outside the classroom." 22 \^ 

11 Response to: "Are there any comments or furthe^T descriptions , 
of -your Center (favorable or unfavorable) that you would like 
t;o offer? / Can you think of a brief statement that captures 
the imigyene^s or flavor of your Center?" 24 

12 Respohse:.,to: "Classes are scheduled aj: convenient times." . . 30 Z^- 

EMC ' • i. .\ , \ " ■ , 



Table 

13 Percentages of Students Categoifized by Employment and 
' by Center, Responding " Definitiyly Not " or "No" to the 
Statement: Classes Ard Scheduled At Convenient Times 



ERIC 



c 



14 Response to: "At my Center, registration prlcedinffes are a 
X . real burden. " • 



15 . Response to: "The library resources of the Center are very 
helpful in my academic work." 



16 Response to: "I have been able to get help I needed in 
choosing my courses and program. " 



17 Response to: "I have been able to get help at my 9^nter in 
finding a part-time or temporary job." , . 

18 Response to: "The costs of books and supplies have been a 



I .real problem to me. . . .. . . ........ ^ ... . 

^' fc . • ^^^^ ^ ^ 

■^19 Respanse-^ : "^The Center offers me enough variety, of courses 



to meet my needs an^ interests." ...... 

4 20 Response to: "^n general, I feeX that my Center is doing^,^^ 
excellent jop in preparing me for further college work^ 

< 

21 Response to: "In various ways, going to a Center^itlade the 
change from high school to college easier for rxm 



22 Response to: "Who or what first made you consider attending 
the Center in this cbmmunity?" 



23 Response to: "I decided to enroll at the' Center rather than 
in a technical or vocational jirpgi^am elsewhere because • . . 



24 R6s:^dnse to: " I decided to go to this Center because I 

25 tist of Eight Goals 



25 Selection of Goals by Students at Fourteen .Centers 



26 Response to: "What do you^ expect your major field to be?" ^ . 

27 Response to: "After I leaye the Center *I most likely will ; . 

28 Response to: "If you pl^n to attend a University of Wisconsin 
four -year campus, wh^j^h one do you^'^think it will be? Please 
specif which four-yfear campUs." . . . |. ^ . 

29 Sampling .Scheme of 41975 UWCS St\;dent OpiJaion Survey 



30 . Population, Sampl^, and Response Rates ofV1973^UWCS Student 
Opinion Survey .... * . . / 

10 ^ 



4 



Table * \ 

• . • ■ ^ ■ ■ 

31 Response to: "What is your present age?" ... . . . . . , 

32 Response to: "Marital status" ^. . 

33 Response to: "Are you now Employed?" . . , 

34 Response to:' "If- employed part-time or fuH-time, please 
specify the number of hours per week that you usually work." 

35 Response to: "In what type of business, industry or service 
is. your company or employer engaged?" . . 

36 Response to: "When jdo you have your classes?". » ^ 

37 Response to: "For how many credit hours are you enrolled?" . 

' : ■ . / 

38 Response to: "Your approximate annual family income (before 

taxes) . " 





I Acknowledgments 

* ■ ■ 

I would like to thank my Center System colleagues for their help with 

this study, Daniel K. VanEyck playj&d^n important part in the preparation 

' / ■ - >^ 

of the survey questionnaire, and Jan Thornton, Roger Schwenn, and James 
Kirchstein assisted me in the writing of various items, Daniel Schwartz 
(mow employed by the University of Wisconsin, Madison, Administra^tive, Data 
iProcessing) assisted in t]Fie computer-generated sampling of students for the 
survey. Teresa Shen provided student assistance -for the initial recording 

^ ., 0 „ ' , ■ • • 

and analyzing of returned questionnaires, Karen Evans typed this final report. 

i " ■ ■ - ' 

would also like to express my gratitude to the. Chancellor of the 

Center System, Edward B. Fort, for supporting the project, and to the Deailfe 

of the fourteen Centers for their helpful advice about the questionnaire. ' 

I* am also indebted to the.stSff of the Wisconsin Survey Research Labtor- 

atory and to its Director, Harry Sharp, for his detailed and thoughtful , 

comments on an early d^aft of this paper, as well as for his guidance at the 

beginning of the project, Diana\btt and David Mackie. pt the Laboratory ^ 

assisted in survey (Jata operations, editing, and data processing, Charles 

Palit helped me with sampling and statistical aspect^ of. the project, and 'l 

" - . » . ■ ■ ■ 'v, . 

am indebted to him for the time he so generously ^ devoted tfcxithis. • 

i would also like to thank Brian Joiner, Statistician in-ReBiSence, UW- 
Madison, and Peter Nemenyi, UW«44adison Department of Statistics for tsheir 



r 



V 



^advice. <^ X7 . [^Z.^--'--^^ .. 

And finally, but certainly not least df^^l, my thanks to the respondents # 
the many Center System students who took tlig time to anewer our questions and, 

.V 

in many instances, added perceptive ^comments. - ' ^ , ' 



- ^ E|^rman M, Kroll 



Highlights 

o The median ^ge of iJWCS* students in 1975 was 20. ^ • ^ 

o More 'than 600 students (8 percent of the total) wore older tha*n 39. 

o Students' median annual family income before taxes was $13,068. 

o Ninety percent of t*ie s^tudents agreed that, in the UWCS, 'they have been 
given, the respect and responsibility of adultS. 

o More than three-quarters (78 percent) agreed that-UWCS courses and 

activities they have participated in at their Centers have contributed 
a lot * to their personal, growth. 

o Seven out It ten students agreed that the^ professprs seem interested 
in them as individuals. 

* Two-thirds of the students thought that the -library resources at their 
• Centers .were very helpful in their academic work. t 

o Seven out of ten students agreed that they had been able to get he^ they 
needed in choosing their courses and program. 

* 

o One-quarter qf the students thought that the costs^ of books jand supplies^ 
were a real problem to them. ^ > > ^ 

■ ' ■ ■ \ ■ ■ 

Ij^ttle over half (58 percent) of \the students thought that their Center 
of fered' them enough vaixiety of courses to meet'their needs and interests. 

o Asked to pick their educational goals from a list of eight, more students 

c^ose^ the following as their firs^ choice: To acquire background for 
>^urther . study in some professional or scholarly field. 

' * is* ' " ■ ■ 

o Asked what, they 'e^ect their malpr ' f ieldf/to ^be , more' students- selected 
Business (14 percent), Health Servipgis (13* percent) , and Education 
(12 ^rcent][ .o / " ' ' 

* ' ^ ■ * , ■ ^ . 

o Almost three-quarters (73 percent) of the students indicated that they ^ 
would attend a University of Wisconsin four-^ear campus upon compile t ion 
of their i^tudies at their Center. \ / 

' ^ . ■ . . • - ■ , ■ 

o Thq, three UW campuses*' that most UjWCS students planned to attend were: 
UW-Madison (22 perpent) , UW-^-Milwaukee (14 percent), and UW-OShkosh ^ 
(M percent). \ / 



13 



viii 



A STOVEY OP STUDENT OPINION • ^ ^ . 

Hernvan M,. Kroll 1 . j 

» Introduction ^ I ' 

* student Opinion and College Administration ' 

The i*dea of using student opinion to guide the course of an, educational 

in9titution in its planning, policies and procedures may be repugnant to some 
^ ^ . ' ♦ . ^ 

people. 'Students should* come to college to be taught, not to tell us how to 
teach, or what to teach, or how to run the iiisTi^tion' , is 'the kind of remark • 
one might hqaj?. Obviously, students, faculty and afdministrators may view the ' 
^ educational process^ from differing and, sometimes, conflicting perspectives. 
Fojr example, a statement iiv the present survey, to which students were asked to 

respond, was, "My prof essoins have set standards that are difficult to achieve." 

* J" 
- Shown the statement, one faculty member said, "I hope so." Clearly, differing 

philosophical assumptions al^ut education may» directly affect educationcil 

\^ . - ' 

practice; and some may question the utility of an inquiry into the views of stu-* 

dents if, to begin" with, those views grow out of assumptions and beliefs that 

may be quite different from, those pf faculty and administrators. 

The argument in favor of soliciting student opinions is research oriented. 

' ' ' •» * 
That is, if we view studerits as "consumers" of e^cation, the^ a survey of 

\ * / • . ^1 

student opinion is simply a form of market research. Various assumptipns, ,pf 

course, underlie suph research.^ We assume that students wiLl give their opinions 

without prejudice and that they will not grind axea\^We assufhe that their ex- 

pectations about an institution may have an effect upon their opinions of it. 

We assume, further, that students* preferences,, expressed through a survey, m<ay 

not x^lly assist an institution in satisfying their educational needs, simply 

because it is possible that , at i:imes, students themselves may not know what is 



-2- 



best for thorn educationally. Conversely, we assume that when "btudonts say they 
, dislike something, the object of their dislike may not necessarily be harming 
them^educationally • OBad-tasting medicine spmetimes cures.) ^ 

In other words, student opinion may be useful, but its usefulness has limits. 
Op^hions cannot reliably measure^ the efficiency or effectiveness of a particular 
process, situation, or service. But opinions do provide clues. They can, suggest 
that something is right or wroiig, that something can be improved. If opinions 
have been* elicited in a statistically sound framework, they can be used^ construr- 
tively as a starting point for further investigation. This is one assumption' of 
the presl(pt stfidy,.the source of its general intent. 

The UW Center System 

■ ./ • 

The University of Wiscons:in System, which is currently z^esfponsible for 

the education of approximately 140,000 students statewide, consists of thirteen " 

four -year universities and two statewide separately defined institutions with 

the mission of extending the educational T:hrust of the University throughout 

♦ ' , ' "■ ■ •- 

the state. One of the latter institutions is called Univer*^ity Extension; the 

•»*■.' 
other is the UW Center System (UWCS) . 

^- ' * 

The UWCS is a unique composite of fourteen geograph4.cally scattered under- 

^ ■ " V '- * ■ . V ■ ^ ^r^'^t^ 

graduate campuses, or \^Centers'S each having a mission of ptoviding a quality 

two-year liberal arts transfer program wherein educational opportunities are 

made available, in a small campus setting, for traditional 18-22 year old students. 

as well as non-traditional Wudents 25 years of age and older. Enrollments at the 

fourteen Centers during the period of this stirvey ran from about 140 at UW Center 

(UWC) Medford, to more than 1400 at UWC-Waukesha* (see Table 29, Appendix A.) 

The UWCS is a statewide institutidn. In the ^northwestern part of the state 

it is represented fay the Barron County Center. ^ In the north central area it is 

represented by the Medford /Marathon County, and Marshf ieldA'ood County Centers. 

In the northeast it is representibd by the Marinette County Center. In the eastern 
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area UWCS Centers are located at Fox Valioy, ManitdJ^oc, Fond du -Lac, and 
Sheboygan. In the southeast thete are UWCS Centers in Washington County ^ 
Waukesha County, and Rock County. And, finai^y, in t^he south central/wei^t, 
the ^CS is ripresented by the Centers in Richlaixd and, Baraboo/Saulc ODunties^ 

the UWCS, through its' fourteen Centers, provides for a wide range ofi. 
curricular offerings in the liberal arts, as Well as curricular en^^sfvors in the 
pre-professiorlal areas along with classes in adult and continuing " education. 

The UWCS emphasizes small classes personalized instruction, stnootn trans- 
ition from high school to colleges, and transferability «of university cifedits. 
Students may earn the associate in arts and associate in sciences degrees. 

The select mission of the UWCS is to offer a. quality, two-year, liberal 
arts transfer program wherein educational opportunities are made available to 

' : ■ - ^ }. . ' , . . 

all students, many of whom could not' otherwise afford them. The physical 
facilities of the Centers were constructed wit^> taxes paid by the people of the 
counties and cities in which they are located, to serVe'this purpose, and. -also 
to a5suine special responsibilities in' meeting the educational and cultural needs 
of the people in their immediate service areas.** V - . 

The select mission includes: 

(a) Commitment to* the delivery; of personalized educatidn, with a special 
emphasis on teaching excellence. ^ 

(b) , Commitment to 'the development, testing and use of more effective 
teaching methods in support of teaching excellence. 

(c) Planning and delivery of pardprofessional programs designed to meet the 

occupational needs of students and communities in cooperation with the State 

Vocational, Technical and Adult Education- System in ways consistent ,>^;ith statu- 

* ■ . ■ ' t\ 

tory differentiation of the missions of the UW l^stem and the state VTAE System. 

(d) Serving as educational -centers , through which information an<a university 
programs are delivered (With the cooperation of other units of the university) 



to tl\» people of their immediate service areas as an integral part of the total 

Universitjjt of Wisconsin System outreach effort. 

(e) Providing opportunities for cultural enricjimerit in their immediate 

service .areas. . ^ . 

• * ^ ■ - ^ ' ' ■• ' 

The fourteen Centers, with their faculties , Deans and support staffs., 

■ ^ .. ' • • • " ' ~ ■ A 

are centrally supported; by a Chanc^lor, Ass^istant Chancellor for" Academic 
Affairs f ^fic3 "pij:ectors.^fpr Research, Business Affairs, Public lnform^tion^ Vnd 



Instifuctional E)evelopment* The central office for the UWCS is located in 



Madison, the state's capital adjacent to the campus of the largest four-year 

Univerisity, UW-Madison. ^ v . ^ , 

" ." . 'I ' ' 

Past Research To reach a ^ettdr understanding o£ the college environment, 

or "climate", various systematic^; research technique? have been tried^ Objective 

measuring instruments hav6 beeij' developed which attempt to discover more about " 

an institution than, say, ^ts type, control ,\location and size. Some instruments 

have attempted to measure the /institutional climate by surveying * students. 

The first attempt was the Colj[ege Characteristics Index (CCI) of Pace and Stern 

(-1958), later reanalyzed by Pace (1960, 1963) to produce the College and University 

Enviironment Scales (CUES), ^stin (1968, 1971) factor analyzed more than 400 • 

items of student data to de^^elop the Inventory of College Activities (ICA) . A 

fourth method was derived ^rom the Questionnaire on Student and College Character- 

, ■ J ^ ■ • 

istics (IQSCC) of the Educational Testing Service by Centra (197D) ^•According to 
Bayer (1975) , " . . . cermin scales from these various measurenten%''devices 



oyerlap considerably (p. ^51)." ^ . ;,^v 

While these measurirjg instruments have -provided new insights iritp colleg^e 
environmental factors, ii is important to bear in mind, that obtaining information 
via student opinion has not yet been demonstrated"^© be an absolutely dependable 
y^Bsearch tool. As Bayer (1975) puts it,;" . . . while it is generally assumed 

: : V . • ■ , • 

'that student-derived 'climate' measures reflect factual information about the ' \- 



•'institution — including faculty attributes and behavior tl\is assumption 
ha:5 not been tested systematically (p. 551)." • , 

Cross (1968) reviewed junior college' student characteristics and suggested 
sJ6viBral>^reas abdwt which students could provide useful information. Th^ts: 
' b Goals y arfpiraMons, reasons for attending cpllege; 

^o Experiences in college: with classes, teachers, programs, services; 
•o Financial needs. 

; . ■ N 

These areas were tfe main areas of interest in the present study. 
Fenske and Scott (1973) synthesized the results of three empirical studies 
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of college students' goals., plans and background characteristics which guided the 
writing of some questions in the present study's questionnaire. Centre^ (1970) 
developed a questionnaire on student and college characteristics which guided 
the writing of items relevant*' to -the Center System student. And Warren and 

i ' . . • V ' _ . 

Rdelfs (1972) described the development of questionnaire through which junior 
ocollege students described their college experiences. This latter instrument 
was extensively tested, and revisfed more than once ,/ resulting f inally in a 157-item %VTi 
questionnaire. Some of these items we^re adapted for use in the present study, to 
the circumstances ^and conditions unique to the UWCS. - 

^ Following Warren and Roelfs (1972), several criteria g.uided the development 
of the present surve^y's questionnaire, including: 4^ - 

* o Results of the survey were to be understandable to junior college staff 
members and students without the need for interpretation, by a researcher 
or methodologist I . . i . 

o Simplicity and directness were to be major goals ^ both • in the 'conteht and 
X wording of the items and in the nature of the . information provided in 
the results; ^ « 

o Each item shoul^ b^ capable of standing alone, providing useful information 

^ " ■• . ' o . : 4 * ■ •• 

indi^pendently of other items; 

„ . 18. . ' 

( . ' ^ , ■ ■ ■ • . * 

■ * ■ ' ■ . • . - ' . . ' * . ' • ■?. 

7 
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o * The respondents were to be stuc^ents who had 'had a minimum of a)5out oa< 

semester's experience in the G^nter System? 
o The questionnaire would be kep'|t; 'as brief as possible* for the. sake of 

econoipy and to inspre a high rate of response? 

o The (Questionnaire would not seek information, except in the most general 

\ \ > 
wayr ab<put instructional • effectiveness/ i.e., faculty per formaT)ce, . 



Focus of the|Present Study 

The primary focus of this study was the obta in ing"\?f student opinion data 

on qualitative aspects of the college environment, via» a mail sample survey/ 

ill the 14~campus lower -diyisioA Center System of th'e University ofrWisconsin. 
* • ' I 

One objective of the study was to obtain a "profile" of the tOTica^s^£ap*fer System 
student for the purpose of f)lanning and improving educational programs and 
services. Another objective of the stu^y was to provide student feedback to 
administrators and faculty of the Center ^ysteiu that might be -useful in planiiing 
and/or revising various aspects of the collecfe environment aftd the educational 
program • 

Student Characteristics ^ 

Although the present survey was mainly an attempt to elicit the opinions of 
students on diverse topics related to their ejcperie^'ice at UWCS Centers/ a 

secondary objective was to secure information about students 'themselves. ,One 

, ■ * 

section of the 'survey, questionnaire asked for. information on the following: • 
sex? age? marital status? living with parents or not? employed f uli-tim^T^part- 
tiine, or not employed? number of hours per week that students work? type of work 
students do? time of day students attend classes? number of credit hours taTcenj 
aiid student's annual family income (before taxes). The information thus ob- 
tained .follows: • ^ 
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Men/TWomen • Number Percent 



o Students were almost equally Total. ...... 1498 100.0 

divided between men and women. Men ........ 764 ; 51.0 

Women ....... 728 . 48.6 

No report . * . . . 6 ^ #4 

\ ■ ^ " • 



Age 



o The median age of UWCS students Total. . . . • . 1498 100 

in 1975 was 20. . Under 18 30 2 

18-19 ....... 644 43 

o TVbout one-quarter of the stu- 20"-21 285 ' 19 

dents were older than 24. 22-24 ....... 150 10 

25-29/. . . . , . . 120 8 

o Based upon a total of 7627 30-39 . 135 ^ 9 

enrolled students, 8 percent, 40-59 . . . . . . 89 . 6 

or more than 600, were older 60 or older , . . . 30 :2 

than 39. ^ , , No report' 15 / 1 



Marital status . 



o Single students outnumber'ed 
roarrieds by almost 3 to 1. 



Total, . 
Single. . 
Married . 
No report 



1498 
1108 
' 390 



100 . 
74 

26 : 
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o sixty percent of the students 
lived with their parents. 



o Almost two-thirds (64 percent) 
ot the students were employed, 
part-time or full-time. 



Live with parents or not 



' Total 


1498 


100 




. Living with^ 










899 


60 




' Not living with 










524 


35 




No report 


75 


5 












Employment 


Total. . ' . . . . . 


1498 ' 


100 




Employed full-time. 


285 


19 




Enployed part-time. 


• 674 . < 


'■ 45 




Not employed. ... 


524 ■ 


35 




No report ..... 


' 15 


1 








i* 





Per cents may not add to totals because of rounding- 

- . 20 
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The median hours per week 
that students worked was 21 



Of those employed, almost 
two- thirds (62 percent) 
did either some kind* of 
clerical ,work or private 
household find service 
work. 



Hours per week 






students work 


Number 


Percent^ 




1498 


% 100 








1-5 


30 


2 


6-10 


105 


7 


11-20 . . .... . 


3*14 


21 


21-30 


180 


12 


Over 30 hours \. , 


285 


^ 19 ' 




60 ' 


4 








Type of work students do ^. 


V 




Total. .......... 




100 


Professional/technical. . . 


... 105 . 


7 


Farmer. .......... 


0 


. 0 



Manager /of ficial^/propri^- 



1 



tors 



•90 
225 
60 



ical and kindred workers. 
Sales* .. .J. . . .... . . 

Craftsmen/foremen (skilled 

workers) . . 

Semi-skilled workers and 

apprentice craftsmen . . . 
Private household and service 

work 344 

Not employed ......... 52 

No report ......... 



30 



60 



6- 
16 
4 




Three-quarters of the students 
attended classes mornijj^gs or 
afternoons or eveningg.\ 
Twelve percent repo^tec^ attend- 
ing _classes all day, i. 
mornings and afternodns, 




Time of day 

students attend class 



Total. 


149a 


100 


Mornings 


689 


46 


Afternoons . * . . . 


240 


16 




195 


13 


Days & Evenings. . . , 


120. 


.8 


Mornings & after- 






noons 


180 


12 


Mornings & evenings , 


15 


- 1 


Afternoons & even- 


i 






14 ^ 


1- 


No report 


45 


3 



Percents may not add to tolpals because of rouiKjing. 
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o The median cre^ilt hours^^taken 
was 13. 



Numbiar of credit 
hours taken' 



Total. . . , 

<Ijess than 8 , 

8-11 . . . , 

12-15 . . . , 

Mare than 15, 

No report . , 



Number Percient^ 



1498 


100 


360 


24 


164 - 


11: 


509 ^ 


34 


360 , , 


24 


105 


7 



Annual family 

income (Before taxes) 



Students' median annual family ^ 


Total. • 


1498 


100 


income before taxes was $13,068 


Under $ 5,000 . . . 


128^ <> 


8 




$ 5, poo - $ 7,999 . 


. 125' . 


8 




8,00b $ 9,999 1 


137 


9 




$10,000 - $14,999 . 


417 


28 




. $15,000 - $19,999 . 


232 


15 




$20,000 - $24,999 . 


118 


8 




$25,000 - $^9,999 . 


55 


. 4 




$30,000 and oyer. 


80 


5 


* 




206' 


14 



Percehts may not add to totals because of roi&dlftg. - , " 

^Because of the relatively large number o£.,non-responses -^''no report") it is 
possible that the median income reported may be incorrect. Some students 
probabf^' did not know the exact extent of their family's ^income. 
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Feelings About the Institution 



Students' Perception of Their Influence , Many college students say they - 
have little or no influence on their institution^. To get an idea of what Center 
System students thought, the present survey aslced stud^fcs to respondjto, the 
statement, "Center students have enough voice in faculty and administrative de- 
cisions affecting them." As Table 1 indicates, 41 percent of the students 



agreed with the statement, on aisystemwide bas 



is, 19 percent disagreed and 40 ^ 



percent were not si^e. Thus., 59 percent ieithei: were not §urB or did not think 



D.n their campuses. 
System students^ had sorile doubt 
culty and administrators , they 




/ 
rs 



that they had enough voice in decision-making 

Are Students Respected? Although Center 
— ' — 

about their influence upon decisions made by fc 

were more positive about the way they are treated as people. As Tabi^2 indi* 
cates, ^0 percent of the students agreed with the statement, ''In general, 
students here are gi'\>en the respect and responsibi3,.4.ty of adults." Five percent^ 
of the students disagreed with the statement and 5 percent were not sure 
Notably^ at UWC-Medfor4, not a single student responjded negatively t9^ the stat 
ment. ' 

Students were also strongly in agreement with the stk^ement, "In general 
lihe tules^nd regulations are pretty relaxed <here; people donH: f eel hassled." 
iis Table 3 'indicates , 92 percent of the students agreed with the s^tement , 3 
t)ercent disagreed and 5 percent were not sure. Very few students 'in any of the 
Centers disag^reed with the statement; 

• ■ • \ ' • ■ ' ■ , 

Perceptions of the College Envirojynent ^ A college, or Center, consists of 
some€ixing more than it;^ campus, buildings, library , students , faculty and ad- 
^roinistrators . At the best institutions there is an unmistakable "spirit of place 
that pervades the ^environment , iriaking it appealing or not. Things that happen oh 








. ' / ' . Table 1 




Response to : Canter students h^ve enough voice in fabulty and 


r 


- administrative decisions affecfciing them. . 

"'j ■ . .' I' " ' . 


\ 


' ■ ■ - J .-r^ ^ \ 


^ ^^'"^ \ Percentage Hfesponding \ 



i. : ,^ ■ . • ■ • 

Definitely Definitely" 

Centers not^ or ^igo Not sure yes or yes ^ Total 



All (N-1498) 


19; » 


^0.- 


41^ 
49 


" 100 


Baraboo (K=130) 


20 ' 


31 


^ 100 


Barron (114) 


■25 ■ 


26 


49 


100 


Fond du Lac. (106) 


19 


44 


37 


100 


Fox Valley X^2) 


13 


;^ . ■ 51 


J 37 


100 


Manitowoc «(118) 


10 


'34 


57 , 


f 100 


Marathon (98) 


32 


.38 


30 " 


100 


Marinette (120) 


29 




41 


100 


Marsh/ie3|3 (106) 


19" 


37 


44 


100 


Medford (101) ' 


10 


21 


69 . 


100 


Richland (89) 
Rock (93) 


12 

15 . 


25 
42 


J 64 
0 / 42 


100 
^100 


Sheboygan (113) 


is". 


^ 40 


42 


100 


Washington (111) 


19 


35 


46 


100 


Waukesha (107) 


18 


49 :k , 


33 


. 100 



Table 2 

Response to: In general, students here are given the respect ahd 

; ■ ■ . / ■' ' 

responsibility o^ adults. 



Percentage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely 
not or no 



Not sure 



E)ef initely 
yes or yes 



/Total 



All -(N5:^1498) 5 

Baraboo (N=130) 6 

Barron (H;^) 5 

Fond du Lac (106) 1 
1 

Fox Valley (92) 3 

Manitowoc' (118) 8 

Marathon ,(98) 6 

Marinette ^120) 6 

Marshfield (106) 3 

Medford (101) 0 

RichJ^and (89) 7 

Rock (93) '3 

Sheboygan (113) 6^ 

Washington (111) 4 

' Waukesha (107) 6 




90 
90 
92 
91 
94 
j 89 

9r 

91 
,93 
99 ^ 
87 
92 



iOO 
100 

loo' 

100 
100 

IQQl 

100^ 

100,, 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 



' " • ■ Table 3. 

Response to; [n general ^ the rules and regulcitions are prett^j relaxed 
here; geopl'e don't feel hassled. 



Percentage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely- 
no^ or na 



Not sure 



Definite!^ 
yes or yes . 

- ^ 



Total 



' All (Ns?1498) 3 
Barabop (N^13a) : . ^5. 

* ; Bai:rpn ( 11'4 ) 5 . 

Fond d u La c ' ■ 0 10 e,^^ , 2 

■ Fox Valley (92) ^\.l;- 
Manitowoc (11.8 ) ' ■ 2 
Marathon (98) ' 3 
Marihette (120r ,3 
Marshfield (106) 5 
Bedford (101) ^0 
Richland (89) 6 

oRdck (93^) ■ .9'' ^4 
Sheboygan (113) ^ 4 
Washington (llD 2 
Waukesha (107) 1 



5 : 



2 

I. 

5 
2 

;,;-.:2-.' 

' 6 ■ 
8 
8 

5 . 
7 ^ 



92 

I 94 
92 

9'4 
97 
93 



93 
98 

• 88 
86 
88 
94 

^'92 



ioo 

iQQ. : 

, "^100 

/ ' roo 



100 



-ioo. 



100 

ioo 

100 
' lOOi 
100 ' 
100 ^ 



a campus/ some trivial, somec^ important , including social advents and entertain- 
ments, alsp make a differei?ce between a xiamjpfias that students like aAdoone they 
apathetic abput. • 

le survey attempted to explore these environmentar consider^ ions by 
asking stHdents ^to respond^to the following three statements: (11 "1 like the 
present arran^ment that prdvides' cultjwal* events at. my Center — art exhibits; 
theater, concerts ,b±c." ; (2) "In general, the Center i attend is a place where 
Students just go^o clas^; Joot much else' happens thei-e" ; and (3) "I feel that 
courses and activ*ities I have participated in at the Center have contributed a 
lot to my own personal growth." 

. , In the systemwide response to statement (1) above^ about cultoral events, 
71 percent -of -the students agreec^ with it:, 15 percent disagreed, and 14 percent 
were not sure. (See Table 4), ' 

IiT response to statement (2) abpve, J. . . the Center X attend is a place 

/ . . ■ ^ 'N . . . , - ^, 

'ft 

where students just, go to cla^s . 27 percent of the students agreed with" 

• • .J /■ ■ . 

it pif a systemwide basis, « 61 percent of the stude^its disagreed and 12*percent 

' ■ ■ ' ' ' . ' ' V ■ • ■ 

were not sure (see Table 5), ^ \ 

■ , *" ■ . * ■ ■ ' " ■ - . 

In^response' to statement '(3) above, (about courses arid activities contribute 

ing* to personal growth) on a systeim9?ide basis, 78 percent. o| the students agreed 

). 

fable 7 presents the three stateinents (1, 2, aad 3) discussed in the fore- 



with it, 9 percent disagreed, A3A^13 percent 'were^not Sure (see Ta^le 6 



goiy^g* para:graphs with the percentage of ^students responding "Definitely Yes" 
dt "Yes" to Ifhem, by Center, . J 



rudents and Professors , Although the survey sought irfformation from 
Students about their relationsHip- to professors, it did not conqern itself 
with students' opinions about instructional methodology or the quality of 
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TaiDle ,4 

, , ^■ 

Response to: I JLike the presenfe-4rrangement that provides cultural, 
events at my Center — art exhibits ,r theater , concerts, etc. 



Percentage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely 
not or no 



Definite 



Not sure 



yes or yes 



Total 













All (N«1498) 


15 


. ' ^ 14 


71 


xop 


Baraboo^ (N«130) 


1'2 


7 


81 ^ 


100 


Barron (114) 


1? 


8 ■ 


79 


/ 100 


Fond du Lac (106) 


23 


' • 13 


^ »64 


100 


Fox Valley (92) ^ 


I LI 


24 * 






Manitowoc (118) 


20 


14 


• 66 ^ 


^100 


Marathop M98) 


19 


21 


•60 


100 


M^inette (1.20) ^ 


9 




80 


X 100 


MarshfieXd (106) 


4 


* 3 


93* 


100 


Medford (lOil » 


*15 


13 ' - 


72 


lOlO 


Richland (89) 


7 


6 ' 


87 


* 100 


Rock (93) 


8 


A . 

*i \ . 


80 ^ 


100 \ 


Sheboygan (113) 


18 


■14 \ 


68 


100 \ 


'Washingtoil^lll") * 


22 


20 . \ 




100 


Waukesha (107) 


15 ' 


'15 


\ 


100 


■ .■ ■ \- 




^ t 
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Table 5 

Response to: In general, the Center I attencf is a place wh^re students 

I 

I * 
juart go tq class ;^hot much else ^ happens there. 



Percentage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely 
,not or no 



Not sure 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



All (N=3l498) 61 
Baratioo (N«130) ^ 65 
Barron (114) 
Fond du Lac (106) 
Fox Valley (92) 
Manitowoc (118) 



Marathoi^ (98 

Marinette (120) 

\ 

Marshfielc^ <106) 
.Medford ''(101.) * 
Richland (89) \^ 
Rock (93) -^"'"^ 
Sheboygan (113) 
Washington (111) 
Waukesha (107) 




76 
60 

62 ^ 
66 
43 
67 
B2 
8^ ' 

71 

60 
56 

50 _ 

I; 

56- 



12 

6 

15 
15 
9 

I 

14 
12 

7 

. ^ 
11 
7 
12 
16 
14 



27 
29 
17 
25 
23 



24, 



J --42 



•Total 



22 



A 
12 

j 

1 

18S 
33 ' 
31 
34 
*30 




100 



Table 6 



Response to: I feel that courses and activities I. have participated in 
at the Center have cc||ktributed a lot to my own personal grqjwth. 



Porcor^tage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely 
not or no 



Not sure' 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



Total 



All (N«l498^ 

Barabqo (N=»130) 

Barron (114) 

Fond du Lac (106) 
* N 

Fox Valley (92) 

Manitowoc ''.'(IIS) 
« 

Marathon (98) 
Marinette (120) ' 
Marshfield (106J 
Medfordv (101) 
Richland. (B9) 
Rpck (93) \ 
Sheboygan (113) 
Washington (111) 



9 



Waukesha (107) 



9 

) 6 
8 

6 . 

" 6 ' 
♦ .9 
13 

6 
4 

4 

A, 

■ 12 ■ 
11 



13 
10 
5 
11 
14 

^18 



13 



10 
13 
12 
18 
10 
15 



C/ 



78 
84 
87 
83 



80 



60 ' 

85 
81 
86 



8 



82 
68 
'7,7' 
74 



100 t^- 

100 

100 

100 

100 

100 ^ 

100 

100 

16p 

100 



\100 




100 



0) 
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teaching • [ Student evalua)>iOT-of the faculty would have required an entirel^y ^ 
different kind of m^a^i^ing instrument from the one that was tised. Moreover, 
it was ^not the purpose of the ^present survey , either in^design or execution, 

to engage in a proces^ of faculty evaluation via student opinion, 

. ■ ' i- • ^ • , ■ . ' . • 

What the present survey did attempt to do was to obtain some information 

• . . ■> 

from students that would* convey to other students , to the falculty and to admjj^n- 
istrators an indication of feelings students had about faculty and the interac- 
tion between them. 

First, students were asked to respond to the statement, "My professors have 
set standards that are difficult to achieve." Few students responded »to this 
statement affirmatively. Thus, on a systemwide basis, 15 percent of the stu- 
dents agreed >7ith the statement, 70 percent disagreed and 15 percent were not 
sure (see Table 8)^ V 

♦ Second, -students were asked to respond to the statement, "Mosfe^f my 

*• ■ * , . 

professors seem interested in me ^s an individual." On a systeirwide basis, 72 
percent of the students agreed with tjie stateijient, 14 percent disagreed, and 14 
percent were not sure (sefe T'able 9). * V ' *• 

Third, students were asked to respond to the statement, "Professors and 
undergraduates at my Centex get together often outside the classroom." The . 
systemwide response to the statement was not strongly affirmative, and there 
was sbme uncertainty e?cpressed. ThCis , 46 percent , of the students agreed with 
the statement on a systemwide basis, 21 percent disagreed and 33 percent were not 
sure (see Table 10). "Interestingly, some Centers did respond much more 
affirmatively to the statement than tha' systejiiwide^ a\j€frage: ^ UWC-Baraboo 
(61 percent); UWC-Manitowoc p6 percent); OTC-Medfbrd ('83 percent) ; and 
UWC-Richlalnd (65 percent). Since the Centers at MaJiitowoc# Me^forff, and 



Table 8 



Response to: My professors have set standards that are difficult to 



achieve , 



Percentage Respoi^ing 



V 



Centers 



Definite^ 
not 'or n9 



Not sure 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



Total 



All (N«1498) 70 

Baraboo {N«130) 80 

Barron (114) 72 

Fond du Lac (106) 82 

Fox Valley (92) 72 

Manitowoc (118) 71 

Marathon (98) 40 

Marinette (120) 77 

Marshfield (106) 65 

Medford (101) 81 

Richland (89) 82 

Rock (93) 70 

Sheboygan (113) 61 
Washington (1111 \ ' 72 

Waukesha>(107) 71 



r 



15 
11 



203 



16 
22 
15 
12 
17 
12 
9 
18 
11 
14 



15 
8 
.13 
4 
8 
*14 
37 
8 
23 
•2 
6 
21 
21 
.16 
14 




100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 



Table 9 

Response to: Most of my professors seemN^terested in me as an 
individual! 



Percentage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely 
not or no 



Not sure 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



Total ' 



AH (Ns5l498^ 14 

Baraboo (N^^ISO) 10 

Barron (114) 8 

FonS du Lac (106) 10 

Fox Valley (92) ^ 14 

Manitowoc (118) 11^ 

Marathon (98) 21 

Marinette (120) 7 

Marshfield (106) if 

Medford (101) ^ ^4 

Richland (89) 6 

Rock (93) 16 

) " 

Sheboygan (113) 16 

Was^ing£on UH) 12 

Waukesha (107) 19 



14 
9 
5 

16 

14 

*■ 

11 
18 
14 
11 

7 
18 
17 
19 
13 



72 
81 
87 
73 
73 
78 
61 
79 
79 
91 
87 
66 
67 
69 
68 



100 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

100 ; 

100 
100 

' ioo ^ 

' 100 
100 

\ 

100 



Table 10 



Response to: 



0 



): ^^^^^ofessors and undergrarduates ^t^^my 
often outside the classroom. 



Cen^r get together 




Percentage Re spon^ ing 



e 



Centdrs ^ 



Definitely 
Tiot or no 



Not sure 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



'Total 



. All (N«ia498> 21 

. B^^raboo (N«l,30) / 13 

^Barron (114) » 18 

Kond du J.ac (106) ' 16 

.Fox Valley (92) ^ 16 
Manitowoc (118) 6 

Marathon (98) 35 ' 

Marinette (120) ^ 14 

MarshJfieid (1D6J 29 
Medford^ (101) 4 

Richland (89) 12 ' 

Rock (93) ' 17'' 

Sheboygan (113) 24. 

Washington (111) ' 22 

Waukesha (107) 27 



33 

25 ^ 

30 

34 

36; 

18 

39 

30 

37 * 

.13 y 

23 

42 ' 

41 

30 



46 
61 
52 
50 
48 

c 

76 
26 
55 
34 
83 
65- 
.41 



3l 



48 
39 



100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

loo' 

100 
100 
100 
100 

iDb 

100 



Richland .Center are among those^Centers with the snfatllest number of students, i 



there appears to be a correlation here between Center sd^e and student -faculty 
interaction outside the classroom, Bayer (1975) noted tHkt " • . . the inst^l^ 
tution's structure — particularly its size — persists as a strong determinant 



of the institutional environmerit (page 562)." ;^ng Centers at which more 

students disagreed\^ith the sta^^ment (about professor^ and undergraduates get- 

ting together oiitside the classroom> t;K|m the systemwxde average tesponse were: 
* * * ' • ■ 

UWC-Marathon (35 percent); UWC-Marshfield^29 percent); and UWC-Waukesha 

*■•>'. * - ■ * . 

(27 percent). These Centers, as well as those at Fond du Lac, Pox Valley, * 
.Rocic^^nd Sheboygan are among the Centers with larger 'enrollments. In each 

■ : ' ^ . • ' . ■ . ' ■ 

case, thejre was^ either strong disagreement with the statetaent or a high degr^ 

^ r 

of uncertainty expressed through "not sure," lending support to the argument 
that* size of a Center afffects the environment, specifically student -faculty ■ 
intei'action. • \ ' 

How Students Regar<3 Their Centers^ In an attempt to obtain an overall 
evaluation from students of their Centers, the survey questionnaire asked, 

"Are there any comments or further descriptions of your Center (favorable or 

1 

unfavorable) that you wou^d like to offer? Can you think of a brief statement 

that captures the uniqueness or flaVor of your Center?" Non-responses to the 

question on a feystemwide basis totaled 38 percent of the sample. This is not 

too surprising considering that the question requir'fed the respondent to develop 

his or her own evaluative statement. The responses of the remaining 62 percent 

of the sample* (representative of an estimated 4736 studentsi_were categorized as 

"Positive", '"Ktegative", "Neptral", and "M^xed". The responses were categorize'd 

by a professional coder employed by the Wisconsin Survey Research' Laboratory^ 

She was in^triicrtecj to i^ead edch statement and evaluate i€ aCcordiiJg to the cate- 
* ' ' ■ ■ > * -V ■ . ■ ■ , ■ ■ ■ * 

- - , . i . ' '-'^ ■ ' .. ■ ■ 

gories menficmed^ On aosyStemwide basis> computing f 2:0m the results lii Table 11 
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Table 11 . • 

Response bo: Are there any coitfitients or further descr;|Lptions of your Center 
(favorabTe or unfavorable) that yo?i would like to offer? Can you think oF 



a brief statement that- 

• * 

» " ' ^ 


captures the 
• 


•* 

uniqueness 


or flavor 


of your 

« 


Center? 






Percentage 


Responding 








\* 

Centers \ 


Positive 


Negative 


Neutral Mixed 


No 

Comments 


Total 


« 










Percent 




. All 


42 


. 8 - 


4 


9 


n 38 


MO 


Baraboo 


^ 


5 


4 


7 


28 


1' 100 


Barton 


59 


4 V* 


1 ■ 


' 5 


31\ 


loo' 


Fond du Lac 


43 


14 ^ 


0 

A 


8 


34 


loo"' 


Fox Valley 


39 




d 


9 


46 


100 


Manitowoc 


34 




1 


12 


39 


"lOQ 


Marathon 


29 


9 


6 \ 


8 


48 


100 


t^arinette 


49 


7 


1 


11 


32 


100 ' r ' 


Marshf ield 


44 


6 ' 




6 


40 . 


iOO 


Medford, 


62 


5 


0 


r 

.6 


27. 


Cs. 

100 


Richland ' J 


60 


2 


3 , 


7 




3 100 


A 

Rock . 


44 


10 




6 » 


36 


ioo - 


Sheboygan 


3r 


8 


9 


12 


4Q 


100 \ 


t^ashingtpn 


39 • 


.4 


6 


12 i 


40 


100 \ 


Waukesha 


37 


7 


7 


9 


38» 


100 ' 



37 
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^7 percent of the responding students' statements about tiiei^ Centers were 
evaluate^^as positive, 12 percent were negative 6 percent wei:;e neutral and 14 
percent werte mixed. Among Centers at which more of 'the respon^ng students were 
positive in tneir statements than the systemwide average were'' UWC-Baraboo (77 
percent),; UWC-Barron (85 percent) ; "UWC-Mediferd (85 percent); and UWC-Richland 

(82 percent). Among^Qenters at which' more of the responding students were ^ 

A ■ ^\ V f ■ ■ 

negative, in their stpit^ents than the systemwide average were;v UWc!!;-Fond du Lac 

(22 pea^njtJ^^nd UWC-Manitowoc (24 percpntr) . , ' 

What They Said: The' Students * Comments 

,T Statistics cannot convey the expressiveness of many of the students;' 

comments. Some comments provided insights unanticipated by the questionnaire. 

\ 

Approximately half of the mor^ than 90.0 responses to'^Q^stion 10 were randomly 
selected and read by the author., iSome statements wer^ carefully comp6sed aikd 
serious evaluations. Many revealed strong yieelings. A few were facetious^ an<3 
a f ew topk the opportunity to complain ^bout something unique in the student's 



situation. (A police officerN^lt that>^^C^ters should offer courses in JjspectS; 

-^^^ ' ' " 

of law enfprceitient^^). Overall ^ there were rectarring tkemes, as\ follows: 

\ \ ' ^ ' . .. ' ^ \ 

o The yriendliries^r warmth and interest of the facjjlty. \ \ ^ 
o The closp relationship between students aijid teachers. ,./ 



ERIC 



o The individual attent^ibn Students receive, 
o The feeling that the faculty were helpful' and , daring, 
o' The ad\^ntages of 'a small campus where "warmtbrand togetherness" ^ 

\ . ; ' / / " ^ 

prevail (instead of the impersonality of a Marge university ) and 
" - where students are on a "first-name basis" with their teachers, 
o For students vho are undecided about^ttending college Because of the 
. e:^ense^ Centers provide an inexpensive opportunity to "get a taste pf ^ 
- collegefUife." ^ \ ^ . / 



o The chance to eai?n a college degree vhile*, at the same time, holding a 

job in one's community, 
o The opportunity to obtain high quality education that is inexpensive 

an^ near to one ' s home . ' 
o The strongly expressed feeling that none qf the Centers should be , 

closed down: • "The Center System has brought education to the people . 

of Wisconsin." 

o The importance' of the Center System for the continuing education of \ 
adults: "I feel that the Centers are an important part of the Uni- 
versity System because' they offer people of all ages a chance to get 

a further " educat^n. Without the Center s^mar^^^eople r myself for ^ 

' . ' ■ . ^^^^^ / ■ - 

■ ■ ' ■ *#- ■ - ^ 

example, would have no way to continue my education on a part-time ba'sis, 

o ^ The value of^ the Centers for older students and retired per^oi^s:' "Th 

"Center has given many, people the opportunity to improve themselves an<3 

^ ' their liveg,' which is just as important as^roviding a*^ liberal educ^tio 

for young people." 

- Q__Centei^ are "^valuable resources for women whp may notNiave had an oppor- 



tunity iDO a1;tenA college Jae^cause of their family responsibilities. 
^ middle /age<^n[iothe3^\of^f^ve children, just beg^ning \3\l3.ege sadd: ^ 



"I feel as if someone has handed jme a newme^" 



4 



a Centers are cultural resources wh<|.cl| enrich their communities v7rsr""concert 
theater, art exhibits and many other kinds of events: "The Center has 
transfbrmed a small,^ qujet , provincial community intq an\intellectuall'y 

/ and culturally aware citjy." 



Not all comments were positive, of course, as Table 11 indicates. Eighth 
percent of the responses were negative, four Ijer^entVwere neutraX# and nine 



percent were mixed. ^Mor^over , non-responses to Qudption 10 on. a systemwide .h^is 



were '38 percent of the sampler perhaps an indication. in itself , in some cases, v^^^ 
of neutral feeling or disapproval. Some oi the concerns of the^-fespondenta' 
included the following: ^ ' ^ * ^ * 

o- The Center System curriculum should ^ broader, have more depth and 

variety. (A f ew j^tud^nts perceived that while small campuses have soclayL 
advantages, by th<b' very nat\ire of things they caimot offer ^^^he^iRfe^ of 
rses obtainable at larger institutions*) ' \ " • 

e courses should be offered in bic^ogyr psychology, sociology , fcid 




o More courses should be offered at night, afternoons, and during ^the summer. 

\, ■ ■ A ■ ■ - \ \ ; - ■ 

o Tests should" be given ''that would giv^rnis college credit for things we 
\already know. I' ^ . ^ 



o Not enpugh 'students take an interests^ campus 'extra curricular\actiya.t^es 

. ■ . ^ ■ ■ ■ ^ ' ^x. 

Some ^G^nters are too^much like high schoolY^stiyients retain^ their h^gh 

^\qol cliques; and the "atmosphere^' of colleg^ is mia^^g. , 



o If Cei^fer jl;a±a:ariesi were .b^tteiss^t^plied and could stay opw longer, 

the\\pric^^^ booJ^^ wS^ld\pt be such a problem 
o :\it sl^uld beV^sier^ to tra^^eV college \credit yithiV thfe University of 
— . Wis<^:ons4n System Wnd find out sj^ecific urogram requirements ^t d|iffer^nt 
^ campuses, 

o~JEaailities for physical/ educaticJi ^^-V'*! Q^inasia) should be b 

I . ■ 




/ 



existing ones ^mp^ovedj 



\ . 




^ Needs and Experiences . • ♦ 

. ■ . ■;• \ * 

It would 1?^ difficult, if^npt ijnpossibie,- to identify ohe set of needs 

peculiar ''to Center Syvstem studc^^ts,- The survey explored several needs on the 

assumption . that they 4vere germane tb stwdents at the present time. 

Class Schedules" , It Tiwas' assumed that 'Students need tp-^tt^nd classes at 

times convenient to them. The analysis of the data was done in four -ways, that 

,is, for stzad^nts employed part-time, full-time, not employed, and for all 

♦ ■ ■ ^ ' ■ ■ , • 

students regeurdless of employment. 

First, excluding the questioti of employment^ responses were obtained to 

/ * ' ■ ' ■ . ■ 

the stateirient, '^Classes are Scheduled at convenient times." As Table 12 indi- 
cates, 73" percent of the*- stucfents agreed with the statement, 15 percent disagreed, 
aind 11 ^"percent were not sure. " % ^ 

After examining the response of students to the statement about class ^ 
scheduling for the Center System as a whole, responses to the statement were 
obtained for only those students who were employed part-time. The part-timers' 
average response' systemwide was almost identical to the response of all students 
regardless of employment — Yes 173 percent). No (14 percent) , and Not Sure 
(10 percent 

Respons^^to the 'class scheduling statement were also analyzed for students 
employed f ull-tiih^ . In this case, the systemwide average response was somewlfet 
different to the re^onses from all students, on the one hand, and from students 
employed part-time, on the other. Students employed full-tj.me indicated some- 
what less agrefement with the. class scheduling statement. For "the system as a 
whold^ 65 percent of the full-time employed students agreed tjiat classes were 
scheduj.ed at convenient times; 17 perc^t disagreed and 14 pefcent were ryot sure. 

As might be expected, students who were not employed and who responded to 



the class sched\iling statement did not. on the whole ^ find the scheduling of 

.... ^ . ■ . 

T^ble 13 presen^^ percentages of students f categorized by emj^loyment and 
by Center, who responded "pefinitely Not" or "No" to the statement^ "Classes . 
are schotauled at convenient tiines." 

Regisliratibn Ptocedure , One o£ the most disconcerting ev6nt3 for college 
students at some institutions is the process in which students register (enroM) 

* . • • . ' . ' % * i 

tovattend classes. Some students have characterized ttie process as dehumanizing 

■ • ' ■ ' . < ■ 

because of the hours they must spend standing in line to have forms filled - 
put and signed and to have cashiers accept tuition pa^jin^ts/^ With this kind 
of situation in^inihd, the present survey asked Center System sfudents to respond 
to the statement f "At my Center, registration procedures ar4 a real burden." 
This statement, as Table 14 indicates ^ was disagree,!^ with Jr^ 81 percent of the 
students on a systemwide l>asis., Fourteen percent agreed with the statement ^ and 
5 percent were not sure. - . 
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Table 12 

Response to^ Classes are scheduled at convenient times. 



Percentage Responding 



X 


Definitely 
Centers ' not or no 

« 


% 

Not sure 


k Definitely ' 
yes or yes. 


Tot;a'l 




All (N«1498) 


15 . 


11 


73 


100 




^raix>o (N«130) 


16 


8 


76 


* 100 ^ 




Barron (114) 


8 


9 


83 


100 


- 


Fond du Lac (106f 


18 


9 


73 


lOp 




Fox Valley (92) 


18 


- 16 


67 






Majiitowoc (118) 


11 




80 


ido 




•Marathon (98) 


14 


12 


' 73 


100 




Marinette (120) 


9^ 


9 


81 


" ido * 




Marshfield (106) 


8 


12 


80 


100 




Medford (101) 
Richland (89) 


,.9 
8 


7 — 
7 


84 
85 


.100 
100 




Rock (9l) 


16 


12 


71- 


109 


\ 


Sheboygan (113) 


14 • 


11 


75 


100 

V 




Washington (111) 


20 ; 


V 

10 . 


69 




Waukesha (107) 


19 


.14 


67 


100 . 















erJc 
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Table 13 * , 

. . » * *• 

Percentages of Students Categorized by Employment and by Center, 
^ Responding " Definitely Not " or "No" to the Statement: 
Classes Are Scheduled At Convenient Times 



• 








S T U 


DENTS 


- — [ r- 




• 

AX X 


^ Employment 


* 

Npt Employed 


Part-Time 


. • <^ 
* Ful 1 — T ime 


t 

f 

1 




Percent 


Percent 


Percent 




r 




14 


17 ' 


14 


D ^ ^ s r^4^ 

oaraooo 






19 




24 


5 






ft 

o 




6 




8 


" 8 




J; unu Ql^ iuavJ ' 


1 p 

» 




17 




.19 


18 


• 




1 7 
X / 




26 




9 


12 




• 


XX 




12 




20 


8 




Mara u no n 


Xfi / 




8 




40 


' 9 




Marinette 






6 




12 


12 




Marshfield 


9 

8 : 




10 




0 


8 




Medford 


9 




8 




25 






Richland 


. ,8 , 




7 




8 


10 




Rock 


16 




22 




21. 


, 4 




Sheboygan 


14 




10 




17 \ 


15 


■ \ 


Washington 


20 




19. 




• ■ 18 \ 


21 




Waukesha 


19 




15 




■ 1^ 


V 26 


























1 










3 




A 









, . " Table 14 , 

Response to:. At iny Center, registration procedures are a real burden. 



Centers 



Percentage Responding 



Definitely 
not or no 



Not sure 



'Definitely 
yes or yes 



Total 



All {N«1498^ 


81 V 


5 


torS^nao^ {N«13p) 


93 


2 


Barron (114) 


91 


4 


Fond dq Lac (106) 


68 


4 

* 


rox vaiiey \^^; 


82 ^ 


3 


Manitowoc (118) 


88' 


3 


Marathon (98) 


• 

84 




Marinette (120) 

0 


93 




Marshfield (106) 


71 


5 


Medford (101) 


95 


5 

i» 


Richland (89) ' 


86 


. 7, 


Rock (93) 


81 


4 


Sheboygan (113) 


Q8 


' 2 


Washington (Hi) 


75 


6 


Waukesha (107) 


75 


8 



14 

5- 

4 
28 
15 

8 

8 

5 
24 

Of. 

7 

14^ 

10 

19 

17 




100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
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L ibrary ke^ources. The intellectyrdT'core of .a collQg6 *has\often benan 

held^to be its library. The- size of the book collection is dLmportant, of courjse, 

■ ' ' **',,''■*■'. 

but some would argue that the newness, relevance, and quality of the c^lection 
may be as importaht as its size. Apart from the oollectioh itself, the value , 
of a library to students may stand <or fall^cl^n the service rendered by the 
library staff. To obtain some idea 'of students' attitude toward their Center's 
library, the survey a^ked them^ to respond to the general statement, j "The libreiry 
resources *of the Center are very helpful in my academic work.". As Table 15 

indicates, 67 j^rcent of the' students on a system4/ide basis agreed 'w^-th the 

. ft • . • 

statement, 16 percent disagreed and 17 percent; wfere not sure. 

Counseling and Guidance (Studeht Personnel Sery ices ) , , Center Systeifi 

' / " > ' . ■ ■ , . . 

students come from all parts of Wiisconsin, from rural and urban areas^ Some of 

th^m are more informed than others ^^bout^tihe coilegial procesi^ an<i whht is' 

* I, ' • I 

expected of students. Obviously, whatever planning helfS and guidance ' they re- 

» - • " ' • a - 

'ceive at a" Center may be crucia^l to their success in college. For this reasdn, . 
students were a^^ed to respond to 1^ statement, "I have "been able to get help 
I needed in choosing my courses and progra^ti." As Table J6 indicates, 73 percent 
of the ^tydents agreed with the statement, 14 percent disagreed, and 13 percent 

were not .^ure. > , . 

* 

Job Placement . ' Since many" students in the Center System have relatively 
low family incomes (17 percent had less than $ 8,000 annual family income before . 
taxes), it has probably, beeil necessary fof many to obtaixv part-t^ne work while 
attending college. Information on how successful students have been in obtaining 
job placemerit assistance from their Centers was sought by askirlg students to 
respond to the statement, "I have been ^able to get help at m^..^€enter in finding 



a jpart-tfme or temgorgry job." Computing^ from Taljle 17, and considering only 
r those students who responded, on a systexnwide basis 22 p^ercent of the* 



•34. 



Table 15 ^ 



_^JRebponse to: The library i^e^ources of the Center /are very helpful in 



niy.*c5^:adeinic work. 



Per pontage Responding 



Centers 



Definitely 
not or no . 



Not sure 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



Total 



All (N«1498) ; 




17 ' 




67 


100 


' Baraboo (Nal30) 


8 


4 




88 


100 


Barron (J. 14) 


6 


12 


s 


82 


100 


Fond du Lac (106) 


18 


15. 




67. . 


: 100 


Fox H/alley (92) 


28 


25 




49 


100 


Manitowoc (118) 


16 o. 


25 




59 


100 


Marathon (98) 


30 


22 




48 


100 


Marinette (120.) 


9 


10 




81 


100 


Marshfield (106) 


13 ' 


10 . 




11 


100 


Medford (101) 


4 


14- * 




82 


100 


Richland (89) 


4 


7 




89 


100 


Rock (93) 


13 


6 




82 


100 


Sheboygan (113) 


11 


i3 




' 66 


. 100 


l^shington (111) 




11 




" 12 


100 


Waukesha (107) 


17 


23 




60 


100 



Table 16 ; • . ' 

Re9poi>3e to: I l:\ave be^ able to get help I needed in choosing xny 
courses attd program. os^ 6 ^ v , . ^z- 





Percentage Responding 








* • Definitely 




Definitely 






' Centers not 


or no 




yes or yes 


Total 




— ^ — 




I 






■ ^ 


All (N«1498) 


14 


13 


/ o 


X w w 




Bar aboo ( N=l 30 ) 


14 


9* 


11 

a 


100 




Barron (114) 


10 


9 




1 00 


• 


rOnO uU LtaC (XUO| 




15 


7*^ 


1 00 

i Xw w 




Fox Valley (9^; 


/ 


11. 


82 


100 




Manitowoc fll8^ 




14 








Marathon (98) 


23 


8 








Marinette (120) 


6 


6 


87 


100 




M^rshfiel^(lQ6)\ 


, 22 


13. ' 


65 


100 




Medford (101)' • 


10 


7 


83., 


100 ^ 




Richland (89) 


4 




90 


\00 




Rock (93) 


9 


iO 


81 


100 




Sheboygan. (113). 


11 


14 


74 


100 




Washington (111) ' 


15 


8 


76 


100 


V 


Waukesha (107) - 


17 

I ■ 


21 


62 


100 

















48 



' ^ : ^ Table 17 

Response to: I ha\/e been able to get help at my Center in f:?.nding a 
part-time or temporary job. 




' s 


Percentage 


— — ^, — . 
Responding 






r 

1 Definitely 
Centers not or no 


Not sure 


Definitely 
?^es or yes 


No 

response 


,,yotal ' 










Percent 




All (N=1498) 


27 


^ 17 


13 


43 


100 


Baraboo> (N=13P) 


25 


12 


^ 12 




100 ^ 


Barron (114) 


22 

V 


9 20 


24 


33 


100^ 

i * 


Fond du Lac (106') 


31 


26 


B 


3b 


N 

.», 


-Fox Valley (92) 


2S ' 


16. 


' 8 . 


53 


^ 100 


ManiuOwoc , \ii.o^ 




16 


18 


36 , 


100 


Marathop (98) 


41 


16 ^ 


13 > 


30 


100 


Marinette (120) 


23 


12 


17 


48 


100 


Marshfield- (106) 


33 


13 


12 


42. 


100 


Medford (101) 


33 


16 


11 


41 


a 

100 


Richland i89) 


.18 




35 


40 


100 


"Rock (93) 


17 


24 


9 


50 . 


100- 


Sheboygan (113) 


28 


26 


7 


38 


100^ 


Washington (111) 


Z8 




5 


51 • 


100^ 


Waukesha (107) 


20 


17 


11 


52 


100 



^Percents 'may not add to totals because of rounding. 



\ 
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students agreed with the statement, 46 percent disagreed and 32 percent were 
not surest The relatively large number of students not answering this question 

• f^>^ ■ ■" » ■ ■ " 

were ^perhaps, not seeking employment, » 

The unusually high percentage of students at UWC-Richland who evidently • 

felt that they had been helped at thatx Center in obtaining part-time or tyem- 

porary work may perhaps be attributed to the fact that an arrangement *lfetween th 

Center and the local Chamber of Commerce has resulted in employment for almost 

a ' 

every student who has sought it. 

■* ■ I 

r ** . • 

Cpllege Expense. Although the Center System survey did not^ddres^the 
question of -college costs in depth l?y asking students their opinion of, fqr 
example. Center System tuition and fees, the survey did seek some information 
about the impact of costs by asking students to respond to the statement, "The 
costs of books and suppl;Lds have been a real prdblem to m^."' As Table 18 
indicates, relatively few students expressed agreement with the statement on a 
systerawide ba^is. Thus, 25 per cent. of the studepts agreed that the costs of 
books and supplies were a real problem, 67 percent did not agree and 7 percent 
were not* sure. ^ 

An interesting aspect of students' response to the statement on the costs 
of books and supplies is the response expressed by stAjdents at three Centers: 
more than 90 percent of the students surveyed at UWC-Barron, UWC-Me)aford, and 
UWC-Richland indicated that the costs of books and supplies Were not a problem. 
On the basis of family income data, it seems unlikely that st\udents at these 
three Centers would have so little concern about costs. A possible source of 
bias- affecting responses to this statement may be the fact that students at 



^Personal communication. Dean Marjorie E. Wallace 
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Response to: 
to me. 



^able 18 

The costs of bobk^ and supplies have bee^i a* real problem 



Percentage Responding 



Centers* 



Definitely 
not or no 



Not surfe 



Definitely 
yes or yes 



Total 



All ^N«1498) 


67 


7 


\ 25 


100 




71 


4 


24 


100 


Barron fll4) 






^ o 


1 nn 


Fond^du Lac fl061 


68 


9 


2"^ 


1 nn 


^<$OK Valley (92) 


63 


6 


31. 


'100 


Manitowoc (118) 


59 


9 


32 


100 


Marathon (98) 


56 


.10 


■ 33 


100 


Marinette (120) 


68 


12 


20 


100 


Marshfield (106) 


61 


7 


32 


100 


Medfofd (101) 


93^ 


3 


4 


100 


Richland (89) 


91 




.9 


100 


Rock (93) ^ 


68 


9 


23 


100 


Sheboygan (113) - 


50 . 


12 


38 


100 


Washington (411) 


69 


4 


27 


100 


Waukesha (107) 


68 


' 8 


24 


100 



-39- 



these three ^S^nters had been told at the time the survey was in progress that 
* their Centers were in dangor of being pleased out by the University because of 
finaaicial stringencies Ln the state, is it possible that these stud|gts over-' 
- reacted to the survey generally and attempted to show, in responding to the 




questionnaire, that their attitude about their Centers was positivie wrfc 
respect to alnvost every ^spect of campus fife, and that . "problems" for them, 
including the costs of booKfe^and supplies , just did not exis^t?^ Or^ were costs,* 
in fact, actually mihimal, so that tHey presented, students. with ^no serious 
problem? ^ 

Academic Program . A crucial question for faculty and administrators of 
an educational institution is whether tfie institution's academic program has 
Sufficient curricular depth artd variety to serve students^ need^. For a 
loiter -division institution such as the UWCS, whose mission focuses on the 
transifer of students at the end of two years to t^e upper -di^fis ion of four- 
year d^ree programs, curricular scope and variety has specialN(|[jeanihg. 

The t:^^sent survey sought opinions from enrolled, students ir the Center 
System about ^the academic program they were being offered. StudentesKwere asked 



£o respond to the statement, "The Center offers me enough variety of courses to 
meet nty nfeeds and interests." As Table 19 indicates, on a systemwide basis, 
58 percent of the students agreed with the statement, 30 percent disagreed, and 
11 percent were not sure. 

The survey also attempted to learn what |^tudents werje thinking about the 
UWCS academic program by asking them to respond to the statement, "In general, 
I feel that my Center is doin^ an excellent job in preparing me for further \ 
college work." As indicated in Table 20, on a systemwide basis, 70 percent of 
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Table! 19- 

. • ■ 

Response to: The Center offers me enough variety of course^.^to meet- 
toy needs. and interests^ 



Percentage Responding ^ 

• » '■ ■ ' • 

\ ■ . Definitely * - Definitely 

Centers not^or no > Not sure^ , yes or yes Total 

~. ^S^T ^ 1 . ~ ■ • 

A11.^(N«1498) 30 11 58 . ^ IQ^ 

Baraboo (N='130) 31 ^ 6 . ' 62 - -J lOQ, 

Barron (114) 26 8 .66 .*100 

Fond du Lac (106) 37 12 ; 51 " 100 

Fox Valley (92) 22 ' ^ 13 , 64 100 

Manitowoc (118) 35 / 13 52 109 

Marathon (98) 27 ^ 11 61 100 

'i . ' ■ . 

^Marinette (120) \ 28, 12 \60 100 

Marshfield (106) 28 14 \ \ 58 100 

Medford (101) 22 \ IQ • ' 67 y lOO' 

Richland (89) " 19 , 13 ^^7 _ 100 

Rock (93) 31 11 '57 100 

Sheboygan (113) 36 13 • 51 IGO 

Washington (111) 36 10 54'* \ 100 

Waukesha (107) 31 11 58 ' 100 
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Table 20 



Response to: In general ^'^ I feel that ray Cei^er is doing an excellent jbb 



in preparing me f^r further college^ work. 



4 



Percfentage Responding 




Centers 



Definitely^ 
not or no 



Not sure 



Definitely 

"yes orTy^- 

- — ^ 



Total 



8 



10 
7 



■ All (N»1498) 
' Baraboo (N=130) 
Barron (114) \ 
Fond du Lac (ld6\ K ^ 



^Fox Valley (92 f 4 



' Manitowoc (118) " 7 

Marathon (98^ t> 13 

Marinette (120) . 3 

Marshfield (1^6) 7 

Medford\(101) 3 

Richland (8;^) 5 

Rock (93| ^ 12 

Sheboygan (113) "^6 

Washington (111)^ . 9 

Waukesha (107) 16 



22 
15 
22 ' 
30 
30 
21 
20 
20 
' 17 
,16' 
10 ■) 
22 
2S 

22 , 
16 



70 
75 
71 
64 
66 
72 
67 



76 

81 

\ 

84' 
66 
66 



74. 



100 
100 
100^ 
100 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 



th*o students agreed with the statement 8 percent disagreed and 22 percent ^ 
were not sure, " 



• Goals and Decisions 

Students'* decisions about college are usually influenced by a number of 
factors, and the factors vary with each person. Decisions may be classified 
as "pre^/iollegeiLand "post-college." A pre-college decision, for example, 
would be t^he deci^ibxi roade^in hi^h school to attend a particular campus.' Whv 
do students choose one campus over another? Underlying such decisions usually 
are ^Student's goals: intellectual, philosophical, careef. Gdals usually, 
determine one's choice of a fieldpof study, e^.g.. Business, Education, Science. 
Post-college decisions can be as difficult to make as pre-col^jge decisions. 
,,For * students attending a lower -division institution, (such as the UWCS) a post- 
college decision must be made about "transferring" to a four -year campus- upori* 
completion of^he two-year program. Some students will decide to study for the 
baccal£iureate <3egree; others will go to a technical school; some will seek ^ 
employment; emd some may remain, perhaps by choice, unemployed. Students in 
the UWCS who decide to earn the baccalaureate degree at a four -year canpus 
must choose between one of the thirteen four^year UW campuses or a private 
four -year college or university in Wisconsin or elsewhere, [where do UWCS §tu- 

den1:s go? These were some of the considerations' influencing the development 

^ ■ . ■ 

of several questionnaire items in the present survey. Responses tO/ €hese items 

are discussed in the next section. \ . ' 

♦ • X 

Pre -Col lege Decisions > Many students who attend^ the UWCS live in rural 

areas of Wisqonsin at considerable distance from one* of the four -year campuses 

* ♦ " . ' «• 
of jbhe University, Some Center System student?^,. in the past, have indicated 
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.that they preferred attondinq a Center in their own commim Ity rather than a 

distant four-year IJW cainpius because it was less expensive to do so 2^nd bocauso 

they did ndSI w^'ish to be thrust into the hectic and often impersonal living of 

^e typical^ large four -year campus. - To obtain information on this point,, the 

present survey asked students to respond to the statement, "In various -ways, 

going to a Center m^de the change from high school to college easier for me." 

As Table 21 indicates, 58 percent of the students on a systemwide basis agreed 

> with the statemej^it, 8 percent disagreed and 14 percent weife not sure. Twenty 

percent did not respond to the statement. The relatively large ^jiumber of 

■* » 

.students not responding suggests that the statement w^s ambiguous and that 



students found it difficult to respond to. 

When a student in higjis^school decides to .attend a particular college, 
that "decision is frequently the result of someojie's influence. If colleges 
cov^ld learn who such persons, are, t^ey dou^d design public information programs 



3 1 have 



to reach them and, in this way, 'perhaps [have more success in recruiting students. 

The present survey sought information from Center System students about hdw they 

might have^been influenced in making their initial decision to attend a Center. 

Thus, students were asked to respond to the statement; "Who- or what first made 
/ you consider atte'nding the Center in this community?" As Table 22 indicates, 

the three responses that most students cite^, in order of response, were: 
. • (1) A friend or relative other than a parent (31 percent); (2) A parent (28 

*• 

'percent); and (3) A Center' student (24 percent). 
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. Table 21 

Response to: In various ways, going to a Center made the change' from 
high sch6ol to college easier for me... 







Percentage Responding • 








% 

Centers 


Def init;ely . 
not or no 


Not sure 


J> j-iiJ. uti xy 

yes or yes - 


No 

response 


Total 




All (N=l4g8) 


8 


14 


58 


Percent 
20 


I 0 1 




Baraboo (N=13a) 


7 


8 1 


56 


28 


100^ 




Barron (114) y 


4 


^ 10 


77 


CI I 


1 did 
J.VJU 




Fond du Lac (106) 8 ^ \ 


21 


55 


17 


" 100^ 




Fox Valley (92) 


4 


\ 15 


47 


34 


ioo\' 




^$an it owo c (118) 


7 


- 14 


'68.. 


11 


100 \ 




Marathon (98) 


10 


. 22 


54 


13 


100^ \ 




Marinetste (120) 


2 


6 

$ 

19 


69 


>21 


100 




Harshfield (106) 


12 


47 


22 


100 




Medford (101-) 




8 


67 


18 


100 




Richland (89) 




7 


66 


22 


100^ 




Rock (93) 


8 


" 15 


56 


22^ 


100^ 




Sl^jeboygan (113) 


13 


.20 


50 


18 
22 


100^ 




Washington (111) 


5 




55 


100^ 


/ 


Waukesha (107) 


13 


18 


46 \ 


23 

J 


100 



/ 



Pe*eents may not' add to totals because of rounding. 
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Table 22 , • • 

Response to: Who or what first made you consider attending the Center 

• ■ / ^ , • •• 

in this conununity? ^ , ^ . 

f ■ ' 

■ " '_ ■ < ■ ^ ; ' \ • ■ ' ■ - . 

Percentage Responding 

^ (N=1498) 

A person representing the Center? 15 

High> school counselor? 15 

High school teacher? *i * 3 

Parent? 28 

A Center Student? 24 



A friend or relativte other than a parent? 31 

A publication? tbro^hure, catalog, etc.) 16 

Newspaper ari:icle\ , \ '8 

Radio program?\ \ \ ■ ^ 

Television progr^? \ , ^ 4 



Other ; 

Availability, closenoVs to home, convenient / 11 

Low cost \ * 8 

The student herself /himself / ' • 7 

Miscellaneous \ . 4 

Total "Other" \ 30 



58 



^ Wisconsin, unliko some other stat.es/ has separate systerrts of past h < fiJai v 
state*-supported technical-vocational education, on the one hand, and mH^jj^sity 
liberal arts and science education, on the other. 

The Wisconsin Vocational , Technical and Adult Education (VTAE) system, 
wjiich operates through eighteen districts in ,the state, provides a broad 
offering of programs in trade^and industry, business and distributive eduqat ion 
health occupations, agricultural education and homemaking, - Also,^,th'l| VTAE 
system offers two-year associate degree programs designed to provide training 
for the technician and mid -management levels of employn^nt^ »' 

At the same time, the University of Wisconsin, through its, owh statewide 
systems, e.g., the fourteen Centers of the UV^ Center System, and University 
Extension,utpren^ides e'ducational programs in the liberal arts and sciences ag 
well as numerous courses of study in professional and college-level technical 
areas . ' ■ v 

Students who graduate from high school in Wisconsin have the. opt ion of 
pursuing further education at the University (at a Center in their Community 
or at one of the four -year campuses) , in the VTAE system, ,or by attending a 
private college or janiversity within the estate or elsewhere. For high schoqi * 
students v^o may be considering going to a UW Center in their community the 
VTAE educational programs may be an attractive alternative, (There has been a 

s, 

marked cost differential favoring the VTAE system.) For this reason, the 
present survey attempted to obtain information from students enrolled in the 
UWCS about their reasons for. finally deciding to attend a UW Center, that is, 
opting for a college §dux?ation m the liberal arts or sciences. Students were' 
asked to respond"^ to the statement, "I decided to enroll at t^le Center rather 
in a technical or vocational program elsewhere because . As Table 23 indi- 

cates, three reasons that most students gave, in order of preference, were: 
(1) I planned to transfer to at^four-year college or unirversit]jf^ (57,^ percent ); ' 



(2) i want a well-r9kUJP»<ied ec^ucation ttot can be applied in n^re than one 

of life (46 percent); and (3 ) Eventual ly , I hope to ^nter one bf the professions 

(lawyer, doctor, Loachrr , i»tc. ) (41 pvtcont), ' ^ .. ^ 

Finally / Wi^th respect to pre-coUeqe decisions, the survey sought informa- 
tion from students about the specific reasons they had in deciding t,o attend a 
particular Center. Students were asked to respond to the statement, "I decided 
to go to this Center because I . / As Table 24 indicates, four reasons 
that most students gave,, in order of preference, were: (1) Knew it would cost 

• '•Si 

me less (68 percent) ;\ (2) Wag able to. live at home, cutting out room and board ^ . 
fees (62 percent) ,^ (3A Liked the idea of a ^mall campUs (51 percent)^ and (4)' 
Wanted to be treated li^ke an . individual , not a number (31 percent). )^parently-> 
most students wild re spoi^ded to this „ item had an economic basis for expressing 
their preference, since costs appeared to be their main concern. 

Post-college Decisions . Examined in this section are students' goals, /their 
expectations about their major field of study, what they will do after leaving 
their Center, and, if thay plan to attend a four-year- campus of the University 
of Wisconsin, which one il: will be/ 

The survey questionnaire offered students eight goals to qhoose from (see 
Table 2S)^. They were asked, "of the .following eight goals, please mark your most 
important goal "1"* and your second most import&nt goaL "2". Table 25 prese^p«- 

Wu^^fe-s-*-^di~TO Center an^'^oal (only first choices are included' in this rel 
port Three goals were chosen by many more .students' out of the eight that were 

possible. In order of preference, they were r^^l) To^ acquire backgr<l?und for 
further study in some professional or ^cholariy* field (31 percent); (i2) To decide 
upon an occupation or career and develop thfe'' necessary skills (29 percent)^^d^ 
(3) To broaden my intellectual interests and to acquire an appreciation of ideas 
(21 percent) . 



^Table 25,. one of the computer -generated tables in this report, is escplained 
in "Explanatory Notes to Computer -generated Tables/' page 50. 



Table 23 

Response to: I decided to enroll* at the Center rather than in a 
tecjinical or vocational program elsewhere because 



Percentage Responding 
(N=1498) 



- I felt that my job prospects would b^ better , 27 

I want a well-rounded education that can be 46 
applied in more than one area of Ij-fe 

Eventually I hope to enter one of the professions 41 
(lawyer^ i^octor, teacher, etc.) 

' I planned tp^^1sqr4nsfer. tq'^a four -year college or 57 
university I ^ ' , 



Other ; , ' ' • 

Centier offered desired courses or programs 3 

Miscellaneous reasons (7) ' 6 

Total "Oth^r" 9 



-49- 



• Table 24 

Response to: I decided to go to this Center because I, 



/ 



fiad no other alternative if I wanted to go 
to college 

Foimd. special \courses 1 particularly wanted to 
study \ ' 

Liked the idea of. a small campus 

Knew it would ^cost me less 

Didn't want to go to work in some^oring job 

Wanted to be treated, llke^^m individual,* not 
a^* number 

Was recommended to the Genter by someone whose 
opinion I respect 

Waiited to be* with my friends who were, going to 
the Center ' - 

Was able to live at home, cutting out rdom and 
board fees , > 



Percentage Responding 
(N=1498) 

19 



17 
• 

51 
68 
17 
31 

17 
62 



'Other: 



Availability, qloseriess to home/ job, convenient 

' ' t> ■ — • ^ , . 

Miscell^aneous 

Total "Other" ' ' 



12 



62 
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" Explanatory Notes to Computer-generated Tables 

Some tables in this report have been photographically reproduced from 
coinputer printouts. Here is an example: ^ 





• 


121. 000* 


13.750* 


77.000* 




• 










• 


• 


• 






• 


• 


• 


• 






53.560* 


20 .600» 


152.**0» 


BARRON 


• 




^.39 • 


32.^6 • 






• 








• 


• 


• 


• 



Please flote the following: ' 

1. Each UW Center is ide;Dtified by its location, e. g. , Baraboo, and 
ts \^isted in the cdiumn at the left of the table. 

2. Whenever a. set of tj^o number^ appears, one above the other, as in 
the eWmple above, the upper number is a n estimate of the number of students 
at that UW Center who would have responded if all students at that Center had 
been suVveyed. The digits to the ri^ht ^of the decimal point may be ignored ; 
they are\due to the weighting system employed and are of no consequence . 

The lower\number of the set of two numbers is the percentage of students 
responding\ \ , ' • ^ 

3. The bottom row of numbers of each table gives the systemwide average 
percentage olf response from all fourteen Centers ; this row has. the word 
''Total" print^td to the left' of it. \ ^ > 

4. For ail the computer-generated' tables , the number of students 
surveyed, i. e.\ the sample or "N", is the same for each Center as indicated 
in the typed tables in this report. , * 

5. The abbr^iation "N.A." means "Not ascertained" or "No report." 
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Table 25 - ^ \ 

Response to.: Of the following ^ight^ goals, please mark your most importarjt 
goal "1" and your second most iijnporta^t goal "2*** 



To broaden my intellectual interests and to acquire an appreciation 
of ideas . ' . | 

2. To increase my appreciation of art, music and literature 

3. To decide upon an occupation or career and develop the necessary skills < 

4. To increase my effectiveness in working with people and in getting along 
" with different kinds of people 

Si To develop my knowledge and interest in community and world problems 

6, To help* c Jar if y. my moral and ethical .values 

* <^ " ' ■ ' 

7, To acquire knowledge ^nd ^ attitucjes basic to marriage and a satisfying » 
^family life ^ \ 

if ■ 

8, To acquirjs backgrouxic^ for ^ f urthei; study in some professionial or 
scholarly fi^ld ' ^ * ■ 



(Continued on next page) 



*Data for second most important goals "2" are omitted. 
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Table 25 (continued) 

Response to: of ^ the following eight goals, please mark your most impoi Lai t 
goal "1" . 



t ... 2. - k. . « ^ 4 t S t A ^ 7 • a • N..A. • TOTAL 



l?l.OOO» 13,7S0» 77,000» <»U250» •000* 2,7S0*> lUOOO* 74,250» 'iti.SOO* 357.500 



• 53.S60* 20.600* 152.#40» 49.440* I2.360f 4.120* 4.12Q« 156,560» 16.480* 469.6^80 
BARRON • U.40 • *.39,» 32.46 * 10.53 • 2.63"» .88 • .BB • 33.33 • 3.51 • 100.00 



^ * n7 > 7Sn» ^ ?i , 7S n o ?Sl * 7*i O o .^ ft5 . 2S aj>. 2a>750t iA.500« 7«250t .232«aoa* 14»S0a« 76a.S00 

FONb DU • 17.92 • 2.*83 • 33'.02 • 8.49 • 2.83 • 1.89 • .94 • - 3_0.l9 • 1.89 • lOO.OO 
CAC • , » ♦ ' 



• ?70.940» 

fOx 33. 7Q JL, 



VALLEr • 



.000» 157. 320* 61.180* 
9^57 • r^h\ « 



8.740* 26.220* 
iii^aa • 3.26 • 



Q.740* 235.980* 34 16C 

1.09 • 29;35 • 4.3S • lOO.Ou 



• 49.4 00« 7.410* 79|.040» ?4,700« 
MANI- • 16.95 • 2,54 • .^7, l'2 • 8,47 « 



2,470* 7.410« 
.85 • ?.54 « 



.000* 108.680* .12.350* 291.460 
.00 • 37,29 • 4,24' • ICLO.OO 



!• 4a.93a» 6,990» 13.9a0» 20.970* 223-^a80» 6.990*' 685.020 
MARATHON* 15.31 • 1.02 • 36.73 • 7.14 • l,0^ • ?.04 • 3.06 • 32.65 • 1.02 • 100.00 



• 7«.960» 19.740* 90.240* ^8.200* .000* 

MARI- • 23.33 o 5 .83 • Pfe.fa? • lfiU.3 3 * , .^JIO. • 

NETTE > • ' . . 



8.460* 8.460* 90.240* 14.100* 338.400 
Z*.5.Q^* Z*5Il • 26*.67 • 4.17 • IOO«Jia 



* 76.000* 16.00*0* 108,000* 12.000* 
MARSH- * 17,92'* 3.77 * 25.47 * 7.55 * 
f lELD 



.000« 
.00 « 



4,000* 4,000* 164,000* 20.000* 424.000 
.94 • ,94 * 38.68 * 4.72 * 100.00 



; 4Q.6QQ* 4.200* 44,600* 14.QQ0* 

MEOFORD • • ' 2.97 • 3 1 . ^8 * 9^90 * 



. OQO * 
.00 • 



. i^^aa* 

,99 • 



,00 * 19»80 * 5.94 * 100.00 



* 60.600* 12. 120* 66.660* 24.240* 3.030* 
RICHLAND* 22.47 * 4.49 * 24« 72 * 6, 99 * 



.000* 6.060* .84.840* 12. 120* 269.670 



* 129.150* 30.750* 110.700* 79.950* 6.150* .000* .000* 184.500* 30.750* 571.950 
■> ROCK • 22.58 • 5.38 * 19.35 * 13.98 * ' 1,08 • .00 * .00 * 32.26 • 5.38 • lOO.OO 

■ • 84.flin» lA,97n» PPA.SSn* ^4,fl9n* 4.99.Q* . 4. .9,90* 14»97a«-154*&ao« 4»9jftt» S63»aia 

SHE- * 15.04 * 2.65 * 39.82 * 9.73 * .8^ * .88 * 2.65 • 27.43 • V^88 • 100.00 
BOYGAN * 



* 47.080* 12.840* 145.520* 59,920* 4,280* 17.120* 4.280* 162.640* \2l.400* 475.080 
M4<;HTNr'-* Q,Q1 * ?.7n » -^n^^-^ • i?,fi ♦ .90 « 3^^0 • .jao • 34.23 a ^ 4*S0 • 100.04 

TON * ' 
• 

• ^♦•♦• ttttaff ********************* ft«A.«ftft««ft«««*ftttJkftftft«t«t«t«tft«««ft«ft««t«tt.t M********************* 

* 342.500* 27.400* 452. 100* 1 09 ,600* 13.700* 41. 100* .000* 465.800* 1 3.700«l465.900 
. WAUKESHA* 23.36 • 1.87 * 30.84 * 7.4« * .93 * ?.80 * ^.00 • 11.78 * .93 • 100.00 

* * . " , * 

. . ^ ♦15SI.220* 208. 520*^213. 760* 693. SSQ* 83.460* 146. CbO* 89.850*2365.860* 227 .240*7626. S09 

TOTAL * 20.94 * ?.73 ?9,b3 * 9,09 • UU * 1.9?^* 1,18 * 31,02 * ?..98 * 100.00 
* 
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S.tudents were asked, "What do you expect your major field to be?" as a 

\\ ■ ■ ■ * 

follow-up to th| question on goals. As Table 26 indicates, three fields of 
stAjdy virtually tied for first place in students' preferences: Business (14 

. X ' "... • ■ " 

percent); Health services (13 percent); and Education (12 percent). Somewhat 
behind t?i§se three fields was Behavioral Science (7^ percent), ""of those* report ing,' 
9 percent of the students ^indicated that they were undecided about the field in 
which they expected to/major. 

In an attempt to pinpoint students' plans after leaving their Centers, the 
survey asked students to- respond to the statement,' "After I leave the Center I 
most likely will . . As I'able 27 indicates, almost three-quarters of the 

students (73 percent) indicated that they would attend a University of ..Wisconsin 
four -year campus; 9 percent indicated that they would attend a trad^, technical 
or vocational school or college; almost the same percentage indicated they would 
attend an out-of-state college or university; and ^bout the sami^ percentage in- 
dicated either that they would look for a job or attend a private college or 
university^ in Wisconsin. . ^ . . 

Finally, with respect to po^t-college decisions, the survey sought information 
from students planning to attend a University of Wisconsin JEour-year campus as 
to vshich campus it would be. As Table 28 indicates ,^n^a^^sy^emw^^^ basis, 22 
percent of the students planned to attend '^the Milwaukee campus, and 11 percent ' 
planned to attend the campus in Oshkosh. ' Smaller numbers of students planned to\ 
attend the other ten four -year campuses of the University . | Table ,28 presents 
estimates of the number planning to attend the various campuses, as well as per- 
centages, by Center and by four -year campus. ^ ^ 
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Response to: What do you expect your major field to be 




Natural resources other than agriculture (ecology. 



Applied arts (photography, fashion, interior design) . 
Fine arts (sculpture, t 
Architecture. ..... 



Business (accounting, banking , mar ketfing , secretarial, 

Hot-pl anr? rpc'f-aiiran't- qpy-vt noe; ^ ^ ^ 



Cdmmunication (broadcasting, journalism, public relations. 



^Belhijivioral sciences (psychology, sociology, anthropology) 
Social sciences (economics, -history, political science) , 
Public services (police science, public administration, 

\ social, welfare > transportation, planning). . . . . 
Liberal arts and Humanities (languages, literature, i 



Biological sciences (biology , botany, pfiysiolog] 
Physical sciences (chemistry ,^ physics , gfeology) 
Mathematics, statistics 



Technology (data processing, engineering technology, / 

drafting, optics). ... 

Trade and industry (auto mechanics, plumbing, carpentry, 

machinist) 

Health services (medical technician, nursing^ physical 

I therapy, ^occupational therapy, speech therapy) . 
Personal services (cosmetology, child care) . . ... . . 

Home economics (clothing and textiles, dietetics. 



Education (elementary, secondary, college, special) 
Law and Pre-law 

Library science . . 

Pre-veteriiiary science. 

No major — just taking courses 



Other 
No rer 





a 

Number 




. ,7627 


,100.0 


. 131 


1.7 






298 


3.9 


. 176 


2.3 






• DH 


0 . 7 


m W ^ ^ 


1 '5 ft 
X J . o 


.• 26B 


3.5 


. 558 ' 


7.3 


. 260 


3.4 


. 283 \ 


3.7 


; 207 


2.7 


. 192 


2.5 




9 7 
<s . / 




1 9 
X , z 




4.x 


y J 


1.2 




0.5 


. y / / 


12 .8 


24 


0.3 


. 100 


1.3 


. 901 


11.8 


15 


.0.2 


8 


0.1 




0.2 


23 


0.3 


680 


8.9 


8', 


0.1 


268 


" 3.5 



a . ♦ 

Estimates of the number pf students responding if all students had been 
surveyed. 



ERLC 



Percents may not add to totals because of rounding. 
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Tabl^ 27 



Response to: After I leave the Center I most likely will 



" ■ . , — ^ — ?^ 

Percentage, Respdnding 
(Nk498) " 



Not take any more college vork 
Look for a job 

Attend a private colle^ge or private tin i vers ity' 
in Wisconsin « \ ' ^ 

Enter military service 

Attend^n out-of-state college or university 

Attend a trade, technical or vocational school 
or college 



4 
7 
7 

I 

1 

8 
9 



Attend* a ^University of Wisconsin four-^yfear ^campus 73 . 



Other : 
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fable 2b (continued) 
Response to; If you plan to 'attend a University of Wisconsin four -year 
campus, which one do you think it will be 7^ ^Please specify which , ^ ' 
four-yectr campus. 



• ' „ ■ < ) 

^MAD=UW -Madison, MIL=UW-Milwaukee , EAU=UW-Eau Claire, GRE=UW-Green Bay, 

LAC^UW-La Crosse, OSH=UW-Oshkosh , PAR=UW-Parkside , PLA^UW-Platteville , 

,RIV=?UW-River Falls, ST]E=UW-Stevens Point, STOUW-Stout , SUP-UW-Superior , 

WHI^UW-Whitewater. ' ' . ' 

ft 

^Inappropriate: indicates students not planning to attend a UW four -year ^ 
campus. 



Not ascertained. • 

^E^timat^s of trie number of students who /would have re 
at that Center had been surveyed." ' 



ed if all students 
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Summary, Di^cu^sion and Implications 



Who is the typical University of Wiscons,in Center System student? 
What does he or she think of the educational programs and services offered 
by the Centers? Tl^se were the general questions that governed this^ques^' 
tionnaire survey of 1498 OW Center System students. Included in the sample 
were students from all fourteen Centers located in various parts- of Wisconsin, 
Seventy-two percent of those who received the questionnaire com^lieted it 
and sent it back. Two follow-up mailings of t^he questionnaires, to> studei 
who had not r^esponded to the first mailing, increased the number of quest io'n- 
naires returned. ' ' 

.V 

The questionnaire include?3 items on student characteristics* (aqe, son, 
marital' status, living with parents or nut, employment, credit hours taken, 
annual family income, etc.); students' feelings about their Centei" (what 
inflj^^^ce"*tliey feel i:hey have, are they respected, relations between students 
and professors); needs and experiences (class scheduling, registration, 
library* resources , counseling and guidance, job placement, college expense, 
the academic program, etc,); and student goal^ and decisions. 

The major findings of the study are summarized briefly below, followed 
by 'a discussiqn of some implications. The reader is encouraged to refer to 
the appropriate section for details of the findings. * 



Student {iharacterist ics ' . ^ 

Students were almost "equally divided between me^ and women. The median 
age 4^/as 20, .single studen1;s outnumbered married students by almost 3 to 1, 
and 60 percent lived with their parents. About two-thirds 

■ - ' ' ' • . ; 

of the students wefe employed, wi€h 21 liours per week the median hours \ 
worked. Almost two-thirds (62 percent) of the students did some kind of 
clerical work or private household and service work. The median crd'dit hours 
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taken was 13. Students' median annual family income before taxes was 

$ 13,068. • . 

.1 

Feelings About the Institution 

. There appeared to be some feeling among^students that they did not 

» ^ 

have quite eiiough voice in faculty and administrative decisions affecting them? 
however, the response was not sufficiently strong in this ' direction to say it 
was unambiguous. Students evidently were pleased with the way they were 
treated as people, that^ they were given respect and responsibility,* and they 
also found the rules and regulations of the Center^ System easy to live with. 
^ Students also a^prove^ of the various activities and events at their 
Centers, and 78 percient felt that these activities, as well as their courses, 
h^d contributed to/ their personal growth. More than two-thirds of the students 
found. their professors' standards reasonable and that professors treated 
them as individuals. Students were about equally divided, however, on whether 
students and prtDf essorV^^^get^together often outside the classroom. More students 
at Centers with smaller enrollments indic/ated that they met their professors 
outside the classroom than those students at Centers with larger enrollments, 
suggesting that student-teacher interaction is a function of campus size." 

^ One section of the questiohnaire' was left open for voluntary comments about 
the student's Center. More thai;jyone-third of th^e students (38 percent) chose 
not to comment at all. Those who did -comment had their comments rated as 
'^positive" (i.e., favorable) "negative*" (i.e., unfavorable), "neutral", and 
"mixed"* Forty-two pe:^cent of the comments were rated as positive; but be- « 
cause of the number who did not comment, inferences and conclusions based on 
the responses would probably be misleading. However, a number of the comments 
provide fresh insights about the Centers from stjadenfts* perspectives , 




Needs and Experiences 

~- ♦ - . • * ' 

More than seven out of ten Center System students wko responded to the « 
/survey agreed that classes at their Centers were scheduled a,t conveia^ 
times. This was also the feeling of most students who were employed part-time' 
and those students who were not'^employed. However, students who were, employed 
furi^time indicated somewhat less agreement that classes Were gcbo'duled at 
convenient times / 65 percent of them agreeing, 17 percent disagreeing, and 
14 percent not sure. <> / 

The proc^GS of "registration'* ^that students must go through iiy order co 

i > / . ^ . 

enroll in a college has been crixicized by students at some institutions.* 

. ( • .. ^ 

.H^ever, of the Center System students surveyed, more than 80 percent felt 
that registration procedures^at their Centers were not burdensome. 

There was not as much agreement about library resources. Asked whether 
library* resources at their Centers wer,e helpful to them in their academig work, 
67 percent -of the students agreed that they were, 16 percent disagreed, and 
17 percent were not sure. At four Centers more students evidently felt they 
were receiving less help from library resources than students felt in the 
Center System as a whole 1 « 

More than 70 percent of the students felt that they were able to get 
help at their Centers in choosing courses and a program of study. However, 
with Respect to job placement in their communities for part-time or temporar^^^ 
work, relatively few students indicated, that they had beerT able to get help, 
from their Center. Thus, although three -guar t;ers of the students surveyed 
did not respond to the item on jofa , placement , of those who did , 46 percent 
did not feel they had had help, 22 percent indicated that they had, and 32 
ercent were not sure. - 

One-quarter of the students surveyed thought that the costs of books 

/ 

nd supplies^ had been a real problem to them, while two-thirds did not. 
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Whether Centers are offering enough variety of courses to meet students' 

needs and interests was a question which students were divided on. Although 

more than half of the d|\idents surveyed felt that the variety of courses was 

sufficient, 30 percent did\ot, (Ife is possible that some Centers, because 

of the adverse effects of University .fiscal retrenchment during 1974 and 1975, 

may have had some difficulty i^ain^ining curricular depth and variety in 

tKeir^ courses sufficient to satisfy ^e diverse needs df all students.) When - 

students were 'asked whether they felt tMt the Center^ were doing ^ good job 

in preparing them for further college work, 70 percent agreed that tlieyjwere, 

8 percent disagreed, and 22 percent werj^^^^iro sure. 

s 

A " * / 

Goals and Decisions _ 
» ■ • 

The types of decisions that studentsUnake about college^can be classified * 
as "pre -col lege'* or "post-college • " So-caO^led pre-Gollege decisions addressed 

i . o ^ 

by the survey i^hcluded: a possible rationa^le students mig^ht have had in de- 

ciding to attend a Center rather than a larger campus (e.g., that the Center 

made the transition from high school to college easier); in deciding which 

college to attend, who or what had, the mqst influence on .the student; why did 
\ 

students decide to attend a University of Wisconsin Center rather that^n"" a 
technical -vocational institution; and specific reasons students had for attending 
a UW^ center . . - 

i : ' ■ ■ ' • ■ ■ 

■ More than half of thd students surveyed (&8 percefnt) thought that attend- 
dng a Center had made the transition for them from high school to college 
easier. Students indicated ^, that a friend or relative other -than a parent had 
had the most influence upon their depis ion, to attend a Center, with the influence 
of a parent or a Center student almost -as. ifl5)ortant * As^ed why they had decided 
to attend a Center rather than a technical-vocatioiial institution, students gave 
the following reasons, j^n order of preference^: planned to transfer to a foitc- 



^year college or university; wanted a w^ll-rounde(| education that can be applied 
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in more than one area of " life; and, eventually, hoped to enter one of the 
professions.- Asked to identify specific reasons they had for going to a 
Center, students, by their choices, iniplid^ that costs figured importantly ** 
in their decision as well as the opportunity for more i nterp ersonal contacts / 
at smaller campuses. Thus, four reasons they seliected for attending a Center, 

in order of preference, were: ^ knew it would cost me less; able to live at 

^ ■ ■ ' . 

home, cutting out room and board fees; liked the idea of a small campus; and 
wanted to be treated like an. individual, not a number. 

So called "post-college" decisions addressed by the survey included: - 
students' expectations about their ihajox' field of study; their plaps aflfer 
leaving a Center; ai>d, if planning to transfer to a four -year oa;i^5us of the 
University of Wisconsin, which one they thought it would be. The three fields 
that most students expected to major in, in order of preference, were: 
Business, Bealth Services, and Education. Somewhat behind these was Behavioral 
Science. Almost three-quarters (73 percent) of the studoots indicated that 
they would transfer, at the end of two years at a Center, to a four -year 
campus of the University of Wisconsin. The three four -year campuses which ^ 
most Centeif System students planned to attend, in order of preference, were; 
,XJW-Madison, ^-Milwaukee, ai\d UW-Oshkosh. ' - • 

The survey asked students to^ indicate their goals with respect to education. 
(The survey questionnaire offered eight goals to' choose from. ) The three goals 
that most'' students selected, in order of preference, were: to^cquire back- 
ground for further study in some professional or scholarly field; to decide 
upon an occupation or career and develofJ the necessary skills; and %:o broaden 
my jjitellectiial interests and to acquire an appreciat^ion of ideas. 

Implications 

^ Bayer (1975) has argued that, "Sound administrative decision-maicing in 
higher education requires thorough sociological knowledge of a college's 



e.nVironniental characteristics its structure, practices, and personnel — • 
and c^f ' tl\eir impact on the stud'fents' grc5wth and developmeAt • Such knowledge 

j,s particularly essential to the formulation of educational policy and the -i 

\ ' ■ ^ ■ ■ 

0 ^> •• .. • 

establisfhing\of new programs. But rarely ha^?e educational decisions been 
grpunded in ent^4j:ical data and systematicMnalyses; rather, they are usually 
based on eConomid. constraints , political pressure, tradition, folklore, ^nd 



anecdotal- informati:9n" (pag^e 550)." 

The present survey was an attempt'J^by %he UW Center System to obtain 
knowledge ofl various co^^lege envil'onmental charactei^istics through a systernatic 



analysis of 



\ 1 
tudent opinii^n. Although the survey may be viewed as an ,inqportant 



first step iiji obtain>ng"TTe<«^information about the impact of the Centers on^' 
students' growth and development, useful t^ some extent in improving certain 

I ■ ' y ■ -i! 'i 

aspects of the Center System' s Educational program and services!, it is im- 

\ " - j . ■ , " 

cognize the limitations of stiiient opinion in terms of reliability 



portant to r^ 

and objectivity. Clearly, " . . . \hhe stucjent ' s percdjptions- of his environment 
as well as his subsequent perfprmancX^ depend to a lari^e extent on his back- 

ground and pecsdnal characteristics (Bayer; 19^5, page! 551).!' For tliis reason, 

^ : 1 . ' . ' 

research "... on college impact and colllege climate jshould, 



sociological 



focus not onl/ on the students but' also on 



structure (e. 



3., institutional type; *size. 



considerable 



As a statewide collegiate institution. 



th# faculty ^nd on' the injstitutional 
control) (Baiter, 1975, pa(je 563)."' 
the UWCS is pjiaracterized by 



diversity in terms of size, lobation, campuL communities, and 
variety of stjidents. (The campuses, or Centers, were mei^ged by law Only re- 
cently' into w/iat is now the entity called the "Center Sys|tem".) This system 
is now .an int nigral componen^r of the it^^tewide University of Wisconsin system 
and inevitabl;^ derives most of its resources and reputation from that System. 
However, because of its diversity, lesser size, limited educational misS'ibn 



(two-year pro 



jram leading to the associate 



degree), and other factors/ the 



Center System nky be considered still to\be in a developmental stage. As 
a developing instiitution, its need for soaiological research, exemplified 
by the present sur\/ey , 'would appear to be eWn stronger than if it were an 
older, more established institution which had already reached a plateau. 
Research could be invaluable in systentwide and campus administrative decision- 
making j in stimulating ^.institutional innovation; in achieving greater unity 
of purpose; and, above a^lr in improving concern for the individual student. 



\ 
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APPENDICES 




a 





Appendix A 
Technical Notes 

Sampling Plan '* " 

In the fall of 1974 the UWCS enrolled a total of 8057 students. Sfter 
withdrawals, enrollment dropped to 7627- These students were distributed 
over fourteen Centers, with the smallest^enrollment (141) at the Medford 

Center and the largest (1466) at the Waukesha Cept^I Average enrollment 

> 

for the fourteen Centers was 545. 

ft 

The survey population was the entiaife group of enrolled students in the ^ 
UWCS,' after withdrawals. Subpopul^rtions of interest were students at each 
of the fourteen Centers. To ensijte representativeness of small Cente'ts within 
the population, a variable sampling ratio was used. Thus, -adequate represent- 
ation 'of Ismail Centers within the tabular listings of Centers ne^6|Bsifeated 

the inclusion of all available students, in the case of the Medford Center, 
whej?eas larger Centers did not need to be so heavily sampled to yield reliable 
statistics. Accordingly , as Center -size increasec3, a decreasing percent of 
students were included in the sample (Table 29). In other words, the Centers 
were samj^led disproportionately. 

_The formula used to obtain a sample for each. Center large enough to. 

yield 100 or more returned questionnaires was, ' 

► 

.| = Sample - • - 

\ ■ , ■ ■; ' ■ • 

where E = enrollment of a Center, and SI = €'he sairpling' interval. For, example,, 
at Medford Center, with 141 enrolled students the samf^ing interval was 1^. 
Thus, every student at Medford was sent a questionnaire in anticipation, thatt — - 
at least 100 questjTonrtieiires would ,be^ retl^rned. As jit turned oikt, 101 question^i- 
naxres were actually returned from the Medford Gentjer.* At Rock County Centigr , 
with 572 enrolled students, the sampling interval iwras 4, and the sample deriVeS^)^ 
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Table 29 


V'" 




Sampling Scheme of 


1975 UWCS Stu^ 


*at Opinion Survey 






Fall, 1974<. 






Center 


enroll- 1 
raent 


Sampling 
interval 


Is ample 


Meatorct 


1/1 
141 


1 


141^^^^ 


t> Kicnxona 


.270 f 


2„ ' 


135' 


Manitowoc 


o r\ o 

292 


2 


146 


Marinette 


338 


2 


169 


Bar a boo 


358 


2 


179 


Marsnrleia 


424 . 




, 141 


Barron 


470 


3 


156 


wasnxnguon 


475 

1*. 


3 


158 


Sheboygan 




4 


^141 


Rock 


572 >i " 


4 




Marathon . 


^ o c 

685 • 


5 


"137 


Fond du Lac 


I/O 

768 


5 


153 - 


Pox Valley 


or\/ 




134 


Waukesha 


1466 


10 


147 


Totals 


7627 




2080 


I ^ — 1 » ^ ^ — 


^ I 
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ent, and 



was 143. The response rate for the Rock County Center wa^^ 65 p^jc 
th& number of questionnaires returned was less than 100 ^/i.e., 93. Four \ 0 s 
Centers had slightly lower response rate^S^ than tljg re^t: Fox^Va^ley ^ Marathon, 




Richland, /and Rock. Each of tke3e Centers returned less than 100 qUestionnairesi , 

i ■ ^ ' I 

while the other ten Centers returned more than X^O questionnaires each. | 
The sampling frame of the survey was the list of names of enrolled students 



who had i^egistered for the -fall, 1974 Semester , less those who .WitMfew prior 
^to the sampling of the list. Th<^ list, maintained by the UVifCS^^^ntral office 
in the form of a computer file on magnetic /ta^e , was ramSmtfy sairpied using 
a computer lactuated' random generaj^or . In this' way' a ^Otal sample of '2080 names, 
printed on address labels, was produced; this sample represented 27 percent of 
the total survey popu]|.ation, i.e., the total fall, 1974, UWCS enrollment after 
withdrawals. Sample ^izes for the fourteen Centers ranged from 134 to 179, 
arid it was anticipated that these samples would yield approximately 100 returned 

valid questionnaires per Center. . - * ^ 

. • • \y> 

The Questionnaire 

^The ratioi:ialfe used in developing the^^^H^tionnaire. was govern^ by three 
questions: 

1. What information could^ students- at a Center provide about themselves 
and their Center that mi?^t best interpret that Center to ^prospective students? 

2. . What^ijrform students at each Center provide a^out themselves 
and their Center that would be useful to faculty and administrators a^ that 
Center for planning and, possibly , revising educational programs and services? 

3. ^ What information could students at each Center and in the Center 
System as a whole provide about themselves and all Centers that^would be useful^ 
to the Center System's central' administration for plann^^ng and, possibly, re- 
vising systemwide educational policies, programs and services? ' 



ERIC 
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The questionnaire's items, guided by the above considerations, werr 
written by members of the central administration staff of the Center System 
with inputs from the fourteen deans. Some items were adaptations (as was 
indicated earlier) of those used by previous investigators. The questionnaire 
went through a numb€r*of revisions. Before printing it was tested with six 
^ students, three male and thr.ee female, at the Baraboo/Sauk County Center. 
A^lysis ofj tlie results of this test revealed no misuoder standing by the stu-- 
dents of the questions or* of- the instrunjp^t ' s response format. 

The questionnaire was printed on white paper in booklet form,^and its 
size was redu^Jjj^ to seveh .by nine inches as a strategem to increase the re- 
- spbnse rate, an idea supported by previous research. The first pa^ge of the 

■V i 

booklet was a letter to students from the Chancollar of the Center System 
. explaining the reasons for tjie survey. The letter ,a>lso explained that the 
survey was confidential, that respondents would not be identified, and that 
the reply 'envelopes had been nuiwHred only . to tell the researchj^ps whether a 
student had returned^ a . quest?ioru>airfe , so tha^t he or she would not ba sent ^ a 
\ 'Second one in subsequent mailings. : 
\he quest^niia^ire was divided into sections with^ the following headings ; 
o How you feel about your Center. (18 questj^dns) 
o Decisions* you made about going to a Center. (2 questions) 
0 o Your plans and goals. (,4 questions) * " 

1^ o About you . . . for statistical puifposes only, would yob tell' us 

' '. - >• : - /. . 

something about yourself. < (14 questions) / 

:* ■ A ♦ ^ " . ' ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ' ' ' ' I 

o Lasrb^but not leastl Are there any comment^ or *fWther descriptions ' 
^ ^ of yom: Center .(favorable or unfavorable) that you would 'like jbo of fer'i 

e> 

, c^an you think of a brief ^statement that captures the uniqueness or , 



\ ' ' ; flavor of your Centen? (1 question) 

. ' ^^^^^^ . ' . \ • / 
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Thus, the questionnaire contained a total of >39 questions, fourteen 
of which sought demographic, employment, and enrollment data, and twenty • 
five that sought opinions on various a.specbs of the college environment. 

The sample of stijidents, to whom the questionnaires were sent was repre- 
sented by a cc^puter-generated list of names cuid ;5ets of address labels. 
Students who returned questionnaires after the first rtfeiling were identified | 
by a code numbet on the reply envelope, were checkecFoff tt|e-^i3t and not ^ 
S?nt another questionnaire. Students on the list who had riot retuxned a 

questionnaire, were sent questionnaires in 'the second and third follow-up 

•■/ • . ' 

mailings with a reminder note from the Chancellor (see Appendix C). \ 
■ • ^ ■* 
< • ". • . ^' , 

Response Rates ^ ♦ ^ . 

The 39-item questionnaire, developed along the lines' mentioned^earli^r , 

wa^ fiij^t mailed tc^st|idents * homes on April 15, 1975. Two follow-up »mailings 

on May 6, 1975*^, and May 23, 1975, increased' the number of returns. A total of 

3957^ questionnaires were^sejit in three mailings. The closeout date for the 

data collection phase of the survey was July 10, 1975; questionnaires received 

after that date were not counted or used in the analysis. 

The survey yielded an overall response rate of 72 percent of the* total 

sample. Response rates ,for individual Centers ranged from ^ low of 65.0 per- 

^^cent to^ high of 8<5.P percent. The three Centers having the 'highest response* 

rates were: Manitowoc (80.8); Sheboygan C80.1); and Marshfield' (75.2) ; the * 

three Centers having the lowest response rates were Rock County (65.0\; Richlan<3 

(65.9) ; sind Fox Valley (68.6). Of 2080 individuals in the total sample,, 582 



did tibt respond to the survey? resulti/Tg in a total of 1498 usable responses 

iff ■ ' . " " , 

"f^om member^ 5pf the sample (see Table 30). 

5ince the , various Centers in the sample wer^ not equally represented, it 
was , necessary to assign differential weights to achieve the st^rbistics presented 

84 ; : - • ^ I 
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Ta'ble 30 



Population, Sample, and Response Rates 
of 1975 UWCS Student Opinion Survey 





Pall . 1974 

enro 1 1~ 
^a 
ment 

N 




i 

Survey Samj^le 


• 


Total 
N 


• * 

Response 
N 


Non- ^ 
response 
N 


Kespon>^ e 

rate 
(percent) 


^ Total . , , 


7627 " 




14.98 


582 












y ) 




_ Centers 




- 




i 


Baraboo " * 


358 


179 


130 


49 


V 

72.6 


Barron \ 


. 470 


156 


• 114 


42 


73.0 


Pond du/Lac J 


768 


153 


• 106 


' 47 


69.3 


Pox Valley ^ 


804 


134 


- 92 


■ 42 


68.6 


Manitowoc 


- 292 


( 146 / 


118 


Z8 


80:8 


Marathon 


685 


137 , 


98 


39 


71, 5. • 


Marinette 


338 


,169 / 


120 


49 


71.0 


Marshfield 


424 


141 


106 


35 


" - 75.2 


Med ford 


,,141 


■ 141 


I'Ol 


40 


71.6 


Richland 


270 


135 


89 


46 • 


65.9 


Rock 


572 


143' 


93 


50 


65:o 


Sheboygan . 


564 




113 


28 


. 80.1 


Washiftgtjon 


475 


158 


111 


47 


70.3 . 


- Waukesha 


1466 


147 


107 


40 


' 72.8 


1 X— . 








> 





After withdrawals. f ^ / 

^Includes (1) those to whom questionnaires were maiWd. and not returr 

(2) those who indicated their reluctance to pa^ti^od!p^te in the sui 

(3) those whose questionnaires we re, jr e turned ikj/er than July 10, 
closeout date of the data collecllTon ph«^ oOfhe sjarvey. 

*^The response rates are icalculatM on the t-otrafl sample. 



returo^c 
survev; 
197^, 



and 
the 



er|c 
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in this report which are estimates of total popula^tion, i.e., each response 
was weighted so that the statistics represent / as nearly as possflble , tl>€r** 
results which would have b^en obtained -if the, entire population had been 
surveyed. Weights, adjusted for non--responses, were obtained by dividfh^ 
the number of students enrolled at eaph Center by the number of questionnaires 
that were used in the data analysis^* i.e., the usabljg'^^esponse^ 

Statistical Analysis 

Analysis of the data in this report has not^gone beyond simple percentage 

tables. Comparisons, for example, between tl^e/resporjge of one Center to a 

• V 9 

questionnaire item and the systeniwide averages ijesponse of all Cehters to the 

sa-m^ item have not been made. "Such comparisons involve rather complex statis- 

" • / 7 ■ • ■ ■■ ....-^ 

^tical technique and can be made by those ;readers -who are'^^teresteg. Note 
that to test differences between Centers with chi-square, the individual sig- 
nificance level should be adjusted so as to give an overall erronrate f^r eefch 
question of .05. That is, chi-square, to achieve signi^^icance, should ex- 

ceed 11.25. ' 

Data Collection and pata Processing . \ ' 

A rebord was kept \of the number of questionnaire^ returned, the dates 

they were received and the number returned but not fillecf out. There were 

a total of 1498 questionnaires finally used in the data analysis. Data'^rom 

them was key-punched onto computer data cards after the questionnaires had been 

♦ * » 

coded and edited. 
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7VPPENDIX B 



Statistical Tables 




Respfonse fco: What is your present age; 



JLCjs-^ • • • • • I • * . . . 

iltr.I; * * ^^'^^ ' •2?.23f?4M?5,i9| j*(30.39j •(40.59) t(^0.a4) • ^ • TOTAL 

» • •••••• 

IarW* *^2"?^^! 52.2^0. ^?7. 500. i 1 .250,^ - 21.500* 3S.75a. :y0.250. S.SOO* 357.W)0 



D*fio«. * ♦vl20» 271 . 920* R?.<,00* 61.0OO-- 20.6O0.» U.360* 12.360' 
^flAflPON . .9B • sr^H9 . 17.54 13.1V . 4.39 • 2.63 • 2.63 • 



flTtlMlt.t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 «^ 

.000* 4. 120* 469. 
»00 • .66 • 100.00 



FOMO rfu ^?^?^^' 94.250* I.J6.000. 21.750* .000* 14.500* 76«.500 

UC ' I ^^"^^ ' 12.^6- • 15.09 • 2.^3 . Oi) • 1.89 • 100.00 

; ^....•..•.•••^ •••• » ^ 

' FOX I -OOO; »fl^. 5^0. 69.9?or. 69.920* 96 . 1 40* 1 04. 88i). 26.220* 26.220* «04.QSO 

' V^LLEy^ • ^22.ai* 8.70 • 8.70 • 11.96 • 13.ft4 • 3.26 • 3.26 • 100.00 

••••v**"*** * •••••• 

, . .........:.......v.........,;.;: ....,„..U.. 

V*P*THON.'. ^0^I "^i't^r^P^f^^: 55.920.. /13. 9^0. 20.970. .(^O.. . .000. 6a5.420 

MARATHON.. 1.0? • Sb.l? • 23.47 • 6.1> • '8.16 • . / 2.^4 • 3.06 • rtO — : .00 • 100.00 

••••• o •• A ,,,,,,,,,,,,, o rrrrr^?iri^ji^^ 

MART^ I ^^n'^! *^^n^"' ?B.?00* 28.20Q* 31 .020. l^vaSToV*' 8.460. 5.640* 138.400 

I * i'^"^*^ ' • ^'^^ • ^'^^ • 2.50 1.67 • lOdfiOO 

MARSHA I l'89"o 'IVVlK pn'yS*^: t*^-000***^2-000***2o!So-J^ 

-•^/♦•♦^••f •••••••□.□.□••^'•..oooooo « * -•••If. ..^ 

"MFnFOPn^ -'Xrt^I t^fri K'lV" 400* 5.600* a.400* 1.400* 141.400 

MFOFOPn . .00 . <..'.S7 % IS.«ft • 9.90 . 9.9^ • 10.89 • 3.96 • 5.94 • ^99 • lOO.OO 

.W......r..«oa..aoa«*.*.*.oo.|^....o.. o.^,. , 

RicnrAKini \v*iT ^^-^^O' j»-i«o***ifl!i8Si**i5!i^r*iS!i8jr***!oSsr2^^^ 

• 

, : jr: '5^:5r: "'liir: ;?:n': V.ll". ri'iS 

• ■ . ■ V, ■ 

. * i9-96a« 2i9^2il." U4^7JI1. 79.8*0. 39.920. 4»l9lo"*2"950r""Soo"""oOo"5l3la70 

ROYGiN I '^^^V^'-rf* 20.35-.. 1*. 16 7.08. 7.96. ♦.♦?.• .00. ".^pO. 100.00 

,,,,,,, ^i,,,'^, ,,,,,,, 

^ I • 2J-^ • 8.11 . 9.01. X.zy. 2.70 . .00 ; 2.70 . 100.00 ^ 
i •.•••.••••••• *^....4^.. » ♦••»f^^^»^^.^^....#M- tf4«####t. 

" i^aukesWa! ^ r'a?"! "^li"??.^! ^t?"??"!* ^T«-'l«<>* i23.^do* 27.J&S. .o6on465.9oo 

l*AUKE5HA». 1.87 • 45.7ft. 17.76 . 6.54 . 5.61 * 12. 15 * fl.4l^ l.fl7.« .00^100.00 
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Table 32 



Respfonse to*: Mar'^ital^ status? Single ( ) 1 Married ( ) 2 



• ?5g.750» 99.000* 2.7^0» -^57.500 

• • \ 

• 407.880* S7.680* ♦•Jga»^<^69.6flO 
BARRON • 8f6.84 • 12,28 • JUT* lOO.'oO 



& i4> 75 o«.-esa^i&x)JL. ',,0001 ~7-6a^^fl» 

FONO 00 • 66.98 • 33.02 V .00 • lOO.K 
LAC • . 



• $24.400» 270.9*0» 8.740* RO^.OflO 
VALLEY • 



•'i?64.290» 19.760* 7.410* 291.460 
MANI- • 90.68 #0 h,78 • 2.5* • 100,00 



' ftn 1*. f 4ii» ^ H -^^ftrtn * 

MARATHONff 87.76. • 12.24 • 



.aaa*»_iias*i)2o 

.00 • lOO'.OO 



/ • 265,080» 73.320* .000* 138.400 

NETTE • ' . . , • 



- • 33?Hf000» B8.000* 4.000* 4P4.000 
MARSH- » 7fl'.30 • 20. 7S • .94 • 100.00 



• .9 6 . 6 Q 4 4 jjjiHTiL. : . -aJlflfl* l4|,4qQ 

MEnFORD • 6^.32 31. h8 • .00 • 100. 00" 



• 196.950* 69.690* 3.030* 269.670 
RICf^LAND^ 7 3'.Q3 • gS>fl4 • 1.12 # lOO.QQ 



ROCK * 63.44 



• a^.Sft'^* .00 • loo.'c 



^^-w. • 429, 140* Jf3A^-23fl» 4 -^XUlO> S6a*B70 

SHE- • 76^11 • 23.89 • .00 • lOO.OO 

BOVGAN • ■ H ■ . ■- < 

. fa 



• 363.800* ilW280« 

TON • . ■ Q ^ 



•1027. 500» 438.40,0« 
WAUKESHA* '70.09 • 29.91 • 

-jO _^^t. 



000* .4^5.080 

.t jim),no 




000«1465».900 ^ 

00 100. do 



TOTAL 



•5642, 1 a9tia5A..tJafl • 
• ^73^.98 # 25.63 • 



*5a9 
.^39 • 10 0.00 
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Response' to: Are you now employed? 



Full 



) d 



Part-time ( ) 2 



Not employed ( ) 3 



• FULL- • PArtT- • NOT • 

_ . t llH^t^ t llUL tLMfi|,aYtat; • TOTAL 

• 6fl.750» U5.750* 13.2.000* M.OOtf* 357.500 



• 49. ♦♦O* 20I.B80* 2U.240* ♦.l?0» ^69.680 
BARRON • 10.53 • ♦2.9ftV^ •♦5.61 • .80 • 100.00 



laa. S OQ t 297.250t 282.750* .^(M» 7 64 «^ 00 

FOND OU • 24.53 • 3fl,68 • 36.79.« .00 • 100.00 
, L*C • 



••201. 020* 305. 900* 279.680* |7,^80» 804.080 

XQX - 25«60 t 3a, 04 -t "^4,7^ • 2,17 t iiUU^a 

VALLEY • , 



§§!§■*• tf»f . **t**# A a t t t . t * • »JkMlnA»JkJkAMAJkik # >AA ftJL»J| tt.t •« 

• I2.350* IB,5*250» 86. 450* 7,4|0« 291.460 
' MANl- • 4.24 • .63.56 • 29.^)6 • -2.54 • 100.00 



1- 104, flSQf 342,^1 Of ?in^670f Jx^^OSt ^A^jOgQ 

MARATHON* 15.31 • 50,00 • 33.^7 • 1.02 • IDO.OO: 



• 67.680* 1^6.640* 1 18.440* S,640* ^8.400 

— MAR I* -J* ZQ^OQ AJ5i33__» 35. PQ • l.ft7 # I QP^qn 

NETTE • ' f 



• 64.000* 164.000* 196.000* 
MARSH- * -15^09 * 3R.68 * f6.23 * 
FTEin * . 



.000* %24.000 
.00 * 100,00 



• 28.QQQ* 35,nnn* i7S.6nn* ?.fl(tn* .I^AJIXI 

MEOFORO • 19.80 * 24,75 * /53..47 * 1.98 * 100.00 



• * 3f9.390* 127,260»/ 93^930* 9,090* 269,670 
RICHLAND* l4,6l * 4 7,19 * 34^fli * 1.37 * inn-nQ 



* 172,200* 227, 550f .172,200* 
ROCK * 30, H * 39.78'.* 3jO,ll * 



,000* 571,950 
•00 * 100*00 



^ * 119.760* Piq^SPh* 194,610* Q^Q*n# c^fc-^.q^p 

SHE- * 21,24 * 4,2,4^ • 34,51 * 1,77 * 100,0:0 
\BOYG#N * 

". 1 ■,' 



• '72,760* 222,560.* 179,764* . ,000» 47'5,080 
yaSMTyfiTt is. 32 t — 46. a5 * 37.34 r, .OQ * xoo.oo 



TON 



ERLC 




* 232,900* 8081300* 4^4,700* i^000*1465«9i50 
WAUKESHA* 15,89 * 55/,\4 28,97 * .OGt* 10p,0t) 



^ * U?i^<^nO*344iQ^37n*P6fli .n3ft* 74>5ip*7fi26«S09 

TOTAL * 18,64 * ^5,23 *- 35,15^* ,98 * 1^0.00 



©0 



^4 
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Table 34 



Rfespon5t,0 tot If employed part-time or /(S^l-time, please specify the muuU i 
-olfTipurs per week that "you usually work, / 



• • • ^aI^X^x* I • 

• . • , • •OVER 30 ^T^^^^f^^m \ m 

i 6»lQ) -ft i . U ,» 2 0) . %\ZX^^\ It XOUftS- • ^U Mf • t /TOTAL 

• 13. 750* 16.500« 79.750* 2*. 750*- ii3.250» 132.000* i 27. 500* 357.500 
3 . as t — . 4>6Z .t. 2 2.31 .* ,.^ 6» 9 2 A 17.69 • a6*92- t ^..69 A a40»00 



JXfttf f ttt^t.iAtt»ttttit.t»Aft^.t.AtttJlt»t»tHttt»t#tttttttlttttttft tt 
16. ♦BO* ♦1 .200* 61.800* 57.680* "^^g.^^O* 2U.240*, 28.a*0* 469^.680 
BARRON • 1.51 • 8.77 • 13.16 • 12.28 • 10. b3 • 4$.6l • 6. U • 100.00 



• ••jMrii^ ••••<>•••••«••••••••••• •••••••••••••••• 

-al^^Ot ^0^♦04)a• 2a?»750t 29.000t 768. soo 

J^He>'OU • .00 • 1.89 • 19.81 • 11.32 • 26.^2 • 36.74 4 . 3.77 • 100.00 
» LAC - t 



FQX 



VALLEY 



.OOO* 34. 960* 174.BO0* 69, 920* 209.760* 279.680* 34.960* 804.0.^0 
>Q0 *^ 4«35 * £U7A„.* * 26*09 * 34*78 ^ 4.35 **#100.0j 



z:^'* 1.4 10* 12.350* 9 3.rB60» 54.. 34 0* 1 4. 820* 86.45 
*Mwi- * ?.54 * 4.24 * 32.20 * 18.64 • 5.08 * 29.66 * 



J- 

9* 22-230* 



291.460 
7.63 * 100.00, 



lit lQii.^Q:» 104.850* 230.670* 27.9^0* 685.020 
?.04 * 16.33 * 13*?7 ♦ 15.31 * 15.31 * 33.67 • *.p*^ * 100.00 



MARATHOM* 



5.640* 14. 100* 7fl.960* 42.300* 59 . 220* 1 1 8 . 4 4 0* r9.7^0* 318.400 
U67-* 4«17-* ^Za^a » 12*5.0 IT.aiT * 35.Q0 * 5*83 * 100.00 



MART- 



NETTE 



* V4.000* 32.000* 7^.000* 44.-000* 64. OO'^ 196.000* 8.000* 424.000 
MARSH- * .94 * 7.55.,* 17.92 * ^1(0.38 * 15.09 * 46.23 * 1.89 * 100.00 



MEOFORD 



BOO* 14 .000* 8,400* 29.-4Qi)* ^rSJ^Stt* ^ '5..Q0Q*, 14 1.4 Q Q 



,99 • 1.98 * *9.90 * 5.94 ?0-.79 *■ 53\47"* 6.93 * 100.00 



/[I 



/ * 3.030* ^ 24.240* 63.630* P4.240* 45-4^50* 93.930* 15.150* 2^9.670 
R l CfiLANQ* l. U * , 9 «S^9 * 23»6Q * J,«99 J!^ i.6xfla_5„_ 3A*A3. * -5*62. *^lftQ ■ 00 _ 




• I?. 300* 12.3(?0* 1 16.850* 67^6^0* 159.900* 172.200* 30-7^0* 5*71.950 
ROCK * 2.15 * 2.15 • 2(1^43 * * 11 .83 * 27.96 ♦ 30.11 * 5.^8 * 100.00 



» 4-QQfl» lQ.9An» V?4.7So» 7q.»40» X14*ZJ4L* >9i4.6l0t . 2A*a50# 563*a70 
SHE- * .88 * ^3.54 * 22.12** 14. 16 * ^0.35^ 34.51 * 4^.42 * 100.00 



*'^ '.000* 25.680* 119.840* 72.7^ 59.920*' 179.76b* 17.120* ^JStOBO 
yA.<;HTM>^-» .00 * ^.<<fiLu4t ,. * 9, .\\Az 9l 12*61 * 37*a4 * . 3#60.* XjlloO 



TON 



* \7>400* 191.800* .',:^a3,6flfl* 178. 100* 246.600* 424.700* 1 3. 700«1 465.900 
WAUKESHA* ^4.87 * 13.08 * 26.lT • 12.15 / l6.B? * ?8.97 * .93 * lOO.OO 



i*aajaA 



_„ ^ 3A*2aa*16aO»960» 915. 330*1424. 3ao*26aiff030* 309.700*7626*509^ 

lOtAL- • l.45''(f\^ 7;^^ • 21.39 ♦ J^-^ • IB.bjB-^* 35.15 *l /4.06 * -1.00*0 0 
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Table 35 - . . 

Response to: In what type Of business, industry or service is your 
company or employer engaged? ^ 



• PROF.- • 



• MGR. •CLFRICIL* 

• OFF. • AND 



•CRAFTMEN^GPERA 



•PRIVATE • • • 

•HOUSHLO . « 

• SERVICE • • H.k. • TOTAU 



'9. ICCH. t FARMLR • BHXJP. ^KlWOREO » SALtS •FOREMEN • IVEI 

••••• • * •••• •••••••••••••»••!>€ 

BARRON. V% \ Hfl !. ^'S?"! '7*^3°* -^^^^ 4a20* 140. 080* 214. 240* 28.840* 4^9.|fa.O 

»ARRON 4.39 • .Hfl *3.S1 • 7.0? • .00 • 1.75 • ^88 • 29.82 • 45.61 • 6.14^ 100.00 



3 . 94.250* 

FOND OU • 12.26 • 
L/IC 



-ooa» &a*zsa* 4^3.250* 7^2so» z^aso* 43.500* W»750» 2«a*750« 2UI5o*~7M«:soo 

.00 • 6.60 • 16.04 • .9* • .94 • 5.66 • 17,92 • 36.79 • 2.83 • 100.00 



. f-OJL -t 
VALLEY « 



• •»•••••»••••« 

52.440* .000« 96.U0« r'39.fl40» 52. ♦^O* 
6-^ • ..Oa • 11^96 ♦ 17.39 • 6.52 # 



.000* 26.220* 122.360* 279.680* 3^.960« 804. OQO 
.00 • 3*26 • 15»22 • 34.78 • ' 4^3^ • 100*00 



• 7.41I)» .000« 
MANI- ?.54 • .00 « 



I4.fl?0« 19.520* I7.290* 2.470» >rfl^O» 83.980* 86.450* 29.640* 291*460 
5.0P • 11.56 • ^5.93 • .85 •^^.39 • 28.-81 • 29.66 • 10.17 • 100*00 



"M"iRA7H0N* ^nn^! ^^n''^* U6.790t 27.9^^ 6.990* .20. 970* *132.810f 230.670* 4X.940* 6«S«020 

MARATHON. 7.14 • .00 • 4. OH. ?1.43* ^ 1.02 * 3.06 . 19.39 • 33.67 * 6.12*10n«5 



NETTE ^ • 



♦•••^••^•••,»;Mf^»».y»»**^» »••••* 

2S.3flO» .000* ?.H?0» l<r:660» /6.920# 8.460» 16.920. 95.880* 118:440* 16. 920*\ 338. 400 
J^SJf .DO • :.a.3 ./iQaaJ • 5.00 • 2.50 • 5.00 • /28.33 • 35.00 • 5.00 



• 24.000* fl. 000*^16. 000* 4A^000* 
MARSH- • V) 5.66 • 1.89 .3.77 •! I0.3fl • 

F IElQ 




• 000 
.B3 



8.000* 12.000* 96*600* 196.000* 
1.89 • 2.83 * 22.<i4 • 46.23 * 



8.000* 424.000 
1.89 • '100*00 



.... , •^^.Zjkh^* 

MEOFORQ • 1 .9fl • 



U^flftl 5^a6i)0* . 1^.60^* 4.200*/ 2a8Q0* 12.600* lSl200*"T5*6a^****5l6aO**iU^ 
.99 • 8.9i • 2..^r y 1.98 • 8.91 * 1/1?. 87 * 53.47 * 3.96 * 100. 



400 
00 



• 39.390* 



.OOO* 6.060* 4P.4P0O X9.090* 9,090* 6.06(i* ^39.390* 93.930* 24.240* ^49* 670- 

.ao • a. 2b • a5.73 •/ 3.37 ^ 3.37 • .2*25 * P4^-* jw^Aa * .-8*99 •.aoiiuu. 



• 55.350i 
ROCK • 9.68 • 



****** ***************•**•*••••••••••••••••••••••*#•*•••••» 

.000* ?4.600» 9/.?S0» I2.i00» 12.300* 30.7^0* 153.750* 172.200* 18.450* 57U950 
.00 • 4.30 • y^6.13 • 2.15 • 2.15 * 5.38 * 26.88 * 30.11 * 3*23 • 100.00 



4^940* 34^3a» 74..aS0> 19.960* 29»940* X9.9A0* 129..7Aa» WA^^IO* -^A.9SO«.-563♦a70- 
.yft *^6.19 • 13,27 • 3.54 * 5.31 * 1.54 * 23.01 * 34.51 * .4.42 • 100*00 



, $HE-. • 5.31 * 
»bY6AN 



* 34.240* 
MASHlfia.-* 7'.2I • 
TON 



\ 

• •••••o*4«** »»i»*«»»»«««««^^^||f,^^^^^,,^^^.^^^^^^^^^;^^^^^^^^^^^;-^^^^^'^^^^.^ 

.000* „ 17.1?o# ^4.?00* ?'j>.960* .000*^ 17.120* l07.fl00* 179.760* 25.680* 475.080 
.00 • 3.60 f li.51 * 6.31 * .00 * 3.4^0 * ^2»52 *- ai»«4 * 5*4 • 100.-00 



.•51 J> • « flLtJUIt 1 1 • •« f « 

* 6fl.500* 
WAUKESHA* 4.67 * 



.000» 82.200* 232. 9oO» 82.200** 2r>400* <»54.800* 4'52.100* 4»4.700* 4 1 i 100* U65#900 
.00 • S.61 • ,15.89 • 5.61 * ^.87 * i3.74 • 30.84 • 28.97 • 2*80 * 100*00 



tOTAL 



• 5 2S.210*. 



6.89 • 



####•••4 • .tAtt******** •••#««*««Si3N^«««««««*#«»««««ij|«4r#f**«« 

-2 1 . 26 0,* ■ 4 3 1 . 2 10* 1 U 1 . 74X1* 29I.S70* ^36*690* 29A..aS0*l766.JEa4#^6ai.03a* 3A6«62&«t^*S09^ 
.28 * %S.65 • 14.84 * 3.82 * ' 1n,79 * ,^^3^6 * 23.17,^ 35.15** 4.^5 * 100*00 
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Table 36 < ^ 

Response to: When do you have your classes? Mostly mornlncjj&j Mos 
noons; Mostly evenings; Mostly days and evenings. 



• ^ « AFTER- • 

• MQQMlKjnf NOONS 



♦ •M0RNINGS«M0RNIN^S«AFTN00NS« 
•DAYS AND* AND , • AND ] • AND • 




<J 



TOTAL 



132,000» 96,250» 52.250* 



1 1 .ooo* 



46. 750* 



2.T50* 



2.750* 
.7 7 



13.750* 357.500 

3.a& t loo.oa 



BARRON • 



29?.520» 
62.28 • 



49 

10 



.440* /32.960*T20.600* 45.320* 
.53 • ' 7.02 * 4.39 • 9.65 ■ 



.000* 
.00 * 



.000* 28.840* *69,690 
.00 * 6.14 • 100.00 



FOND OU • 51.«^ * 
LAC 



8*49 • 



20. 7S * aO.38 * , 3.77 • 



7.2Sa» 
.94 • 



7*250* 21.7S0t 768.500 
•94 • 2.A3 * 100.00 



• 244.720* 69.920* 209.760* 148.580* 78.660* .000* 8.740* 43.700* 80 .0^^ 

FQ A , ■ * _3Q*43 * aWO * 26. Q9 Xi la^fl *_ i^T^ * .00 * I,|09 • S.43 * 100.00 

VALLEY 

0 • 138.320* 71.630* 4.940* 12.350* 54.340* 2.470* .000* 7.410* 291.460 

HANI- • 47, 46 • 24. SB* • 1.69 • <».24 • 18.64 • .85 * .00 * 2.54 * 100.00 

TQMOt 

• ** * ** *» f* 

. - . *-32R>qin* 1 1 9. ano* 2t.9fi0» ^..93a* 97.a60* 6.990* 6%990^ 27.960» 685.020 

MARATHON* 47.96 • 20.41 • 4. OH * 7.14 • 14. c9 « 1 .02 * 1 .02 * 4.08 • 1.00»0'0 



* 141.000* 53.580* 
MART- * 41.67 * ■ 15.fl3 * 



NETTE 



39.480* 62. 040* 19. 74 0* 



5.640« 

1>67 « 



2.8?0* 14.100* 338.400 

.83 * . 4^1/ j» loa.Qa 



mARSM- 



184.000* Too. 000* 24.000* 
43.40 • 23.58 • 5.66 • 



16.000« 
3.77 * 



80.000* 
18.87 ■ 



.000« 
• 00 * 



.0004- ?0. 000* 424.000 
.00 * 4.72 * 100.00 



• 40.6QQ* ?9,40Q» g3.eno» ?5,?nn» i^^too* .^*aaa* 

MEOFORO * d28.7l * 20.79 • 16.83 * 17.8? * 10.89 • '1.98 • 



.000* 4«20a* I4L..4.Qi)'^ 
•00 * 2.97 * lOO.pb 



* 145.440* 27.270* 18'. 180* ?4,240* ^6.360* 
RiCMLANi)* S3. 93 * 10.11 * 6^, 74 * 9. 99 * 13.-46 -* 



3.030* 



^000* 15. ISO* 269.67.0 



• 184.500* 104/550* 159,900* 49.200* 61.500* .000* 
-ROCK • 32.26 * l'8.28 • 27.96 * 8.60 • 10.75 * .00 « 



6.150* i^.J50* 571 .950 
1.08 • r.08 • 100.00 



*\. 



E- * 5^. 



370* 104.790*^ ,39.920* 3^,900* j&a^AaO* 



80Y6AN 




i-OOO* 

r 



.000* 9.9ao* -ssa.aTOy 
.00 * 1.77 t 100. oqy^ 



* 239.68a* 81.320* 42. BOO* ?9.960* 72.760* .000* 
yA<;wTMfi-» 5h,.45 * 17.12 * ,9.01 • ^- , 6..ai * 15.32 * * 



TON 



• 000* 
.00.* 



8.560* 475.080 



• 72i.l00* 260.300* 164.400* S4.800* 219.200* 13.700* 
WAUKfeSHA* 49.53 •^17.76 • 11.21 • 1. 74 • 14»95 * ^93 * 



1 1 1 1 iLft ftj* ftji tft j^**#r*il • 
.000* 2T.4 00* 1465* 90 0 

,00 • 1.87 • lOQ.OO 

^. ■ ■ j ■ 



^ •?mn^sin»i?t;T^'g^nn» qQq^fl^Q » Ai7^«^An» 9i£i»I20* ' 4A*A30* 3A:*70O* 2A ft . 95 0iaA26. 5 a 9 

TbTAL * 46.03 • 16.44 • t3.1l^^* 8.10 * I?. 02 *^ .59 • .45 • 3.26 * 100.00 
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Table 37 

Response to: For how many credit hcj>txrs areT you enrolled? 



t^AM I S • M,A; • T O T A L 



• 129. 250* 16.500». 77. 000* 44.p00» 357,500 
R A tt i nnn t — t l6 »l *v ^ 4.62 f 2«i.lfl .t 21.54 t i?,^l • 10ff,ftO 



• 4S.320* 49. 440* 135.960* ?18.3tbO» 20.^00* 469,680 
BARRON • 9.65 • 10.53 • 28.95 • 46.49 • , 4.39 • lOTO.OO 



1 2 03« 0 00 t 108, 7501 239 . 25 0 t l S2 > 2S 0 t 6 5 i 2S 0 » , 7 6i# 5 (M^ 

FOND DU • 26.42 • 14.15 • 31.13 • 19.81 • 8.49 • 100.00 
LAC 



• 288.420* 69.920* 262.200* 96.140* 87.400* 804.080 

Fn,^ 1 — ^S.fl7 ^ fl^Xn Of 12.61 t ll.Q^ • iP . g? * 100 .0 0 

VALLEr 



* 17.290* 7.410* 143.260* 1 1 3. 620* * 9 . 880* 291.460 
MANX- * 5.93 * 2.54 * 49.15 *^ 38.98 * 3.39 * 100.00 



— t 104,ffSn* 14^9S0* 75fl.ft3nt ?Sl.ft4&t 34^95 0<» 685*020 

KARATHON* I5.ai * 5.10 * aj.76 * 36.73 * 5.10 * 100,00 



• 101.520* 14.100* y26. 900* 56.400* 39.480* 338.400' 

MARI« • i^Q.'On * 4.17 y "^^r*^" * * ii.fe? * inninn 

NETTE 



* 68..000* 24.000* 172.060* 124*.000* 36.0T)0« 424,000 
MARSH- * 1ft. 04 * / 5.66 * 40.57 * 29.25 * ^Sk^^«^00.00 



FTP' n 



1 ?6^QQ* 9.800* 47.6nn» 4n,6nn» 16, Ann* I4i.4fln 

HEOFORO * >fl.81 * 6.9:K* 33.66 * 2^.71 • 11.88 * 100.00 



^ * 33.330* 2U210* 69.690* 99.990* 45.450* 269.670 
RKHLAND* i2«3ft * 7.87 * ?^.fl4 •* ^7.Qfl # if>,fl«; # lon.nn. 



* 178.3510* 92.250* 147,600* 1 16.850* -36.900* 571.950 
ROCK * 31.18'* 16^13 * 25.81 # 20,43 * 6^45 * 100.00 



* 144,710* TA.flfin* lfiQ.f>wn# 1^4. aoq* ?Q^q4o# ?fr1t<^70 

SHE- • 25^66 * 13,27 * 28.32 * 27.^,4;3 • 5.31 * 100.00 
B0Y6AN ' # 



* 98,4,40* 64.200* 205.440* 81.320* 25.680* 475.080 
MASHT^fi^t ?0,7? t 13. 51 t — ^ 



.24 



17.12 



s «4i • io o ,oo 



TON 



* 383.600* 232.900* ^48.000* 232.900* 68*5ClO*l46S.900 
WAUKESHA* 26.17 * 15.89 * 37.38 * 15.89** 4.67 * 100.00 




rERJC 



*tft22.ft80^ 8?n.?fln*?fiftft.9ftQyifl1«i.7fi0*.5ft0»a30t7626»ft09, 

^I^OTAL * 23.90 * 10.76 * 34.18 * 23.81 * 7,35 * 100,00 
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T^hle 38 

Response to: Vour approximate annual f^tinily (before taxes) 

«f««»i^^ ~ ~ ^ ,^ « • . * • 

^P^^y • UNDER • 5000- • 8000- • lOOOO- • l§000- • 20000- • 25000- • 30000 



XOXAL 



BiBABQO 



r 



•9* 

63. 250* 44. 000* 30. 250* 74. 250* '33.000* 19.250* 
IT.^Q • 12^.^1 • 8.46 * — ^0.7> t ».23 • 



8.250* 



16.5001* 



68.T50* 357. 50U 



6ARR0N • 



53.560* 74. 160* 41.200* 148.320* 49.440* 24. 720* 4 • 1 20* , 1 2 . 360* 61.800* 46Q.6»0 
11.4ff • -15.79 • 8.77 • -31.58 * 10.53 * 5,26 .88 * 2.63 • 13.16 * 100.00 



,. tt sa.OOQt T2 * ^0 0 t ■ 6S . 25 Q t 2 lO*gSO t 16b. 75 Q t ^•^a* 

rOND DU * 7.55 * 9.43 * 8.49 • . ?7.36 • 21. ,70 * 5.66 
LAC . , 



l<^i^O* 2:«7^0* l^IJ.^SO* 76d«S00 
.94 • 2.83 * 16.04 • 100.00 



87.400* 61.180* 78.660* 219.500* 87.400* 69.920* 43.700* 43^700* 1 13. ^?0* 80 0*^0 

ift^flT • ^:f^^} • q.Tfl • P7-1 7 • ^aa.ar * 8.7o * ^•a3^ 5»a3 t XA.ra ^ ' 



FQ i 



VALLEY 
t ^.*t. . 



MANl- 

Tnync 



9.88rO» 22.230* 29.640* ,08.920* 66.6^0* 14.820* 7,410* 4.94a» 46.930* 291.460 
3.39 • 7.63 * 10.17 * 30.51 • 22.^8 • 5.08 • 2.54 • n.69 * 16.10 * 100,00 



ft A.ft^q-tQ* <^fl:Q3Qft , Q7-flftpft ? in-h70ft ■69L^90pt 4a. 440* 27,960f 27.960ft- 00.870* 685. 02^ 

MARATHON* 7.14 * 7.14 • 14.29 ♦ 33.67 • 10.20 * 6.J2 • 4.06 *.;r. 4.08 • 13.27 * 100.00 



##••••• •••• ••••••••• ••••••• 

.* 28.200* 45.120* 33.840*' 98.700* 39.480* 28.200* 8.460* 2.820* 53.580* 336.400 

MART* # t^.'\^\ ft JT.ii • in.nn • 2i.U„ft . XI.AI d*33 • 2.50 * ^83 t .15.83 • iao.ilO 

NETTE 



f 52.000* 52.000* 20.000* 96.000* 44.000* 44.000* .000* 52.000*' 64. QOO* 424.000 

MARSH- • 12.26 * 12.26 * y 4.72 • ?2.64 • 10.38 * 10.38 • .00 * 12.?6 • 15.09 • 100. aO 

FIELD 

. ft^gg. 400ft 16^800* 16.800* 47.60Q» 7.QQQ* 15.400* aima* - i7.JlQ(l*.. . -fl-^OOJ'- l*J-a^4JL0. 

MCOrOROX 15.840* 1 1.68 * 11.88 * 33.66 * 4.95 * 10.89 • .00 * 4.95 • 5*94 • 100.00 

...t, 

* 39.390* 3^.390* 21.210* 42.420* 48.480* 3.^030* 6.060* 18.180* 5l.51i)* 269.670 
RTCHl AMHft 14-61 • 14.61 ft 7^87 ft IS.TTft 17,^fl ft * • . 6.74" t 19.10 t 100.00 — 

ftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftft^ftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftftft ftft ftftftftftftftftftftftftftftft ft gJUfcAJLAaAf oftt^tf t „ _ 
n/-^^^ ** 49.200* 36.900* 49.200* 196.800* 73.800* 30.750*^ 6,150* 30.750* 98.400* 571.950 

ROCK * 8.60 * . 6.45 * 8.60 * .34.41 • 12.90 • "5.38 * 1.08 * 5.38 • 17.20 100.00 _ 

.1 

{ PQ-Q4nft gQ^QAOft f»4Trt7oft PKi-c^Anft inQ-7An» . ^^aft 9*9^0* . -49.9aOft-S63.«0 

S??^-v^ '5.31 ♦ 5.31 * 11.50 • IB. 94 ft' 19.47 ft ' 7.08 •^y^.ll • 1.77 • 8.85 * 100.00 

eOYGAN^"^ . ; " . 

ft 42.800* ^8^520* 51.360*111.280* 1 1 1 .21^"^^^. 400* 12.840* 25.680* 59.920* 475.080 
MA^HTwG^ft Q-fti ft fl\>n ft in, fly ft pi,4P ft ?-<.4? ft 4^sa ft .« ^ S*AJ. ft lOQ.aiL. 

TON " , ' " V , . 

ft»-ftftftftftftftftft>ft»ft»ftftftftftftftftftftfft^>ft>ftftft^ftftft#ftftftftftft<ftftftftftft» ft ftftftftftftft#ft ftftftftftftV ft«tft»ftftft ftftftftftftftftftft^ 

ft 68.500* 54.800*a 95.900* 342.S0O* 274.000* 205.500* 137.000* 137.000* 150.700*146^.900 
- WAUKESHA* 4.67 3.74 ft 6.54 ft 23.36 ft 18.69 * 14.02 • ^.35 • 9.*3S • 10.28 • 100.00 



, ft'i^m.ASnft 6''^fc>47nft ^96^04Q*?ll?S,770ftl fai^«QQQ» 60Z.Ji5aft 27Q.lfl0t 410. 62 Oftla4i ^63aft 7626 »&09 
TOTAC f '^^•57 * - 0.35 * •9.13 * ?7.«V ft 15.4S *. 7.90 * 3.66 • .5.38 13.66 * loO.OO 
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Appendlx C; Reprodubtlon of SurVey Questionnaire 



University of Wisconsin Center System 

602 State Street, ^vladlson, Wisconsin 53706 



CONFIDENTIAL SURVEY OF STUDENT OPINION 



Dear Student: 

The University of Wisconsin Center System Is Interested In what Its students 
.think about their present experiences In the Center System educational program. 

*Tor this reason, we are conducting a conflderi'tlal surveys of student opinion. 
Will you please participate In our survey by completing the following brief 
questionnaire ? 

The questions can be answered quickly and easily, ax>d this should take 
only four or five minutes of your time. Your opinions are Important to us, and 
quite frankly, this survey will not be a success without your reply. 

The enclosed reply envelope has been numbered only to tell us that you have 

returned the questionnaire, not to Identify you, since this special survey is 

strictly confidential . ' " 

« 

*So please help us by returning your questionnaire todt^y in th6 Enclosed 
postpaid envelope. Thank you. 



Cordially yours. 



Edward B . Toti 
Chai\cellor 




P. S. The questionnaire begins on the reverse side of this letter. 



er|c f 
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HOW YOU FEPi ABOUT YjOUR CENTER 



PLEASE TELL US miETHER OR NOT YOU* AGREE WITH THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS 
BY CIRCLING THE NUMBER BELOW THE RATING YOU CHOOSfi . 
RATINGS ARE ABBREVIATED AS FOLLOWS : 

DN - DEFINITELY NOT;- N • NO; ? • NOT SURE; Y • YES; DY • DEFINITELY YES 

JBXANtPLE ; The Center System has fourteen Centers, DN N ? Y DY 

1 2 3 4 d) 



4 



IF YOU FEEL THAT A QUESTION DOBS NOT APPLY i 
OR PERTAIN TO YOU, ■ 
PLEASE LEAVE IT ^ BLANK 



Center students have enough voice in faculty DN N ? Y DY 

and administrative decisions affecting them. 1 2 3 4 5 [IJ 

In general, students here are given the respect DN N ?. Y DY 

and responsibility of adults. > 1 2 3 4 ,5 [H 

h * . * * , ■ 

f * ■ ' 

In general, the rules and regulations are > ' DN ' N ? Y' , DY 

pretty relaxed here; people donjt feel hassled. 1 2 3 4 5 (lOl 

Clashes arc scheduled at conventent times. DN N ? Y DY 

/ 1 2 3 4 5 (ni 

/■.• 

,At my Center^ registration procedures are DN ' N ? Y ^ DY 

a real burden. 1 2 3 4 ' 5 [HI 

The library resources of the Center are very DN N ? Y DY 

helpful in my academic work. 1 — 3 4 5 (JH 

I have be.en able to get help I needed in • DN N ?. • Y DY 

choosing my courses and pro|fram. * ^ 1 2 3 4 5 |l4l 

I like the present arrangement that provides 

cultural 'events at my Center art exhibits, DN, N ? Y DY 

theater, concerts, etc. ^ 1 ? 3 4 [isj 

I have been able to get help at my Centerl in DN ' N ? Y DY 

finding a part-time or temporary job, fi 1.23' 4 5 [I^ 



* ■ ^ 

DN DEFINITELY NOT; N ° NO ; • ? « NOt SURE; Y = YES ; DY = DEFINITELY YFS 



3a. In'general, the Center I attend is a 

place wKere students just go to class;* ^DN N ? Y DY 

not much else happens there. 1 2 3 4 5 {Tt] 

b. Er'feel that courses and activities I have * i 
participated in at the Center have contri-- pN N J ? Y- DY 
butfed a lot to my own personal . growth . • l 2^ 3 4 5 [18] 

' " I ■ ' 

c. The Center offers me enough variety of DN N ? Y DY 
'courses to meet my needs and interests. 1 2 3 4 5 flOl 

d. In general, I feel that my Center is ^ 

doing an excellent job in preparing me ^DN N ? Y DY 

for ftfffher college work. 1 2 3 4 5 {To] 

\ e. The costs of books and supplies have been DN N ? Y DY 

^ a real problem to me. 1 2 3 4 5 [2l| 

4a.' My professors have set standards that "are DN N ? Y DY 

difficult to achieve. ^ 1 2 » 3 4 5 



22 



b. Most of my professors seem interested in DN N ? Y .DY 

me as an individual . 1 2 3 4 ^5 (J^ 

* _ • 

c. Professors and undergraduates at Tny DN N ?" Y DY 
Center get together often outside the 1-2 3-4 5 
classroom, ' 

^\ ■ ' 

d. In various ways, §oing to a Center made 

the change frdm high school to college DN N ? Y DY 

easier for me. \ 1 2 / 3 4 5 
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Page '3 



DECISIONS YOU MADE ABOUT GOING TO A CENTER 

<> . 

5a. Who or what first made you cons ider atte/iding the Center in this 
community? ' 

(Please check one or all that apply) 



A person representing the Center? 

High school counselor?. , 

High school teacher?..., 

Parent? ; 

A Center student? 

A friend or relative other than a parent?, 
A publication? (brochure, catalog, etc^)- 

Newspaper arti'cle? . . * T 

.Radio program? . . . r . 

Television program? \ 

Other: 



) T7 
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) 
) 

) mi 

) 
) 
) 



32 
33 

H 
35 



(please describej 



36 



-A 



b. I decided to go to this Center because I . , . 

(Please check erne or all that apply) 



39 



iiad no other 'alternative if I wanted to go to college , ( ) 

Found special courses I particularly wanted to study. ........( ) 

Like^k the idea of a small campus ( ) *_i 

Knew it would ^ost me less [JO 

Didn't want to go to work in some boring job,,... ( ) 

Wanted to be treated like an individual; not a number ,,.\.,( ) 

Was recommended to the Center by someone whose opinion J resp.ect . , . ( ) 



Wanted to be with my friei^^s who were going to the Center...,^ ( ) [S 



Was able to live, a't home, cutting out room and board fees ( ) 

Other; 

> • ' 46^- 

(please specifyj 



41 

%2» 



43 



YOUR PLAINS AND GOALS 

6a. After I Jeave the Center I most likely |^ill ♦ , . 

• No^ take any more coll'ege work,.,: ^\ *..•( ) jlZ] 

Lb6# for a job ^ » ^ . ,V •••.( ) 

Attend a private college or private university in Wiscons'in ( ). 

Enter military service^ y^^^ ^ 

. Attend an out-of-state college or university .TS) 

Attend a trade, technical or vocational school or college .,,••( ) 

Attend a University of Wisconsin 'four^year campus.,,,. ..♦..( ) 

Other: . V x 

. . • . . . ^- 54- 

" [please specify) ' - 
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rape 4 

If you plan to attend a University of Wisconsin four-yS^campus , 
which one 'do you think it will be? ' . &^Bb 



[please spesi^^ which four-year campus] 



55 



I decided to enroll at the Centet rather than in a technical or 
vocational program elsewhere because ... ' * - 

. V (please check-one or all that apply) 

r 

A felt that my job prospects would be better...... ( ) (57) 

M want a well-rounded education that can be applied in 

'•V -more than one frea of lj.fe , ( ) (H) 

:;|Yentually hope to enter one of the profe^> ionsV(lawyer ^ 



59 



60 



\ doctor, teacher*, etc.). ( ) 

IiVplanned to transfer to a four-year collfege or un Ivors ity .... ( ) 
Oitier : 

' ( : ■ ^ ^_ 6j. 

' V Cplease spetifyl ' ~ 



0^ -the following eight goals, please mark your most important goal ''l'» 
anq' ycyur second most important goal *'.2'*: 

Toi broaden my intellectual interests and to acq^uire an 

appreciation of ideas :* . . , 62 :()3 

To increase my appreciation of art, music and literature ZZZ 

To decide upon an occupation or career and develop the 

necessary skills .; 

To increase my effectiveness in working with people and . ^ 

i in getting along with different kinds of people 

To develop my knowledge and interest in community and 

world problems..: , ^ 

To help clarify my moral and ethical values 

To acquire, knowledge and attitudes b.asic ^o' marri age . and 

. ^ a s'Atisfying family 1 i fe . ...... . i i h 

To acquire background for furtHer study in. some pro- 

' fessional or scholarly field..*....*..... 



0 
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Pago 5 

A B 0. U T Y 0 U , . . FOR STATISTIGAL PURPOSES ONLY, WOOLD YOU TELL US 

SOMETHING ABOUT YOURSELF 

I'd, Are you now enrolled as a student a't a University of Wisconsin Center?. 

Yes (i) 1 No ( ) 2 I . \ ' [3 , 

h. If "Yes/' Khich Center are you attending? 



9 :10- 



Cplease specify) 



' Pema 



.f c\ Arc you: Male ( ) 1 Female ( ) 2 . . ' ^ Fill 



f^fff*" d. What is your present age? ' 12:13- 

e. Marital status: Single ( ) 1. Married ( ) 2 [01 

f. Are you j^ow living with parents? Yes ( ) 1 No ( ) 2 flsl 

g. Are you how employed? ' ^ . ' ' 

Full-time ( ) 1 Part-time ( ) 2 ., Not employed ( 1 3 fT6l 

If you are not employed, please skip to Question 8a below. ^ 



If employed part-time or full-time / please specify 
the number of hours per week that you usually work: 



"No . ojf hours 

In what type of business, industry or service is your 
company or employer engaged? (Please be specific: 
for example , steel manufactur4.ng , education , textile 
wholesale, state government , hardware retailing, etc.) 
If you do not work iot an employer, please give your 
occupation or profession: / ' - 



17:18- 



j. What is your title , or position? (For example, partner, 

machine operator, sales^ maivaget, do<;tor, letter carrier , etc.) 

, . da 

8a. When do you have your classes? 

Mostly mornings ( ) 1 Mostly afternoons ( ) 2 f2ll 

Mostly evenings ( ) 3 Mostly days and evenings ( ) 4 
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For how many credit hours *are you enrolled? 



No . credit hours 



22:: 



Your approximate annual family *income (before taxes) : 



Under $ 5^000 \,,{ ) i 

$ 5 ,000 $ 7^999 ( ) 2 

$ 8 ,00a - $ 9 ,999 ; .( ) 3 

.$ 10,000 '- $ 14,999 ( ) 4 



$ 15 ,000 - $ 19,999 ( ) 5 

$ 20 ,000 - $ 24 ,999 ( ) 6 

*$ 25 ,000 « $ 29 ,999^. . . . . ( ) 7 

$ 30 ,00.0 and Over. ( ) B 



What do you expect you?- major field-to^be? Please mark the one field 
that seems closest to your expectation. Exany^les are given in parVntho 



Undec ided . 1 ..... . . . . 

Agriculture \ ^ 

Natural resources other than agriculture (ecology", 

forestry, landscape te^chno\ogy, wildlife management). 
Applied arts (photography, fashion, interior dei; ign> . 

Fine arts (sculpture, theater, music) 

Architecture .> , . . . ! 

Business (accounting , banking , marketing, secretarial", 

• hotel and restauz:ant services) 

Communication (broadcasting, journalism, public relations", 

advert is ing) ^ ^ 



Behavioral sciences (Psychology , sociology, anthropology). 
Social Sciences (ecolnfomics , history, political science)... 
Public Services (police science^ public administration, 

' social welfare, transportatioir, planning) 

Liberal Arts ^nd Knmanitift*; (tanoiiao^? literature 

ethnic studies, phi losophiy ) T . .T . , ! \ 

Biological Sciences (biology, botany, physiology)./......."".' 

Physical Sciences (chemistry, physics, geology...- , 

Mathematics , Statistics . . , , , , , . , | 

Enginjeering ."!..!."!!!.."!."!!"."."" 



Technology (dat-a orocess ing , engineering technology, , 

drafting , optics) \ , 

Tr^ade and Inddfstry (auto mechanics , plumbing , carpentry ", 

machinis t) . .\ 

HedltK §ervices (medical technician , nursing, physical" .. 
tJrerapy X occupational* the^rapy , speech therapy ).■>.... ] 

Per^nal Services (cosmetology, child care),.... 

ne EconomicsX (^lothing ' and text i Ics , dietetics, 

home management) 

Education (elementary, secondary, colleg.e, special) 
Other: 



8- 

1 
2 



[21 



(.please specityj" 



A 

28^ 
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Pag^ 7 



I. A S T B I) T N (VT L B A S T I 



Are there any commeitts or further des&H!ptions of your Center 
(favorable or unfavorable) that yoiy^uld like to offer? Can you 
think of a brief statement that ^^tures the uniqueness or flavor 
of your Center? Please use they^ace below for your written comment 

Thank you for your cooperaj,. . ^ 



•/ 



7 



104 



-92- 



Univiprslty of Wvlsconsin Center System 
^602 State Street, Madison, Wisconsin 53706 



Appendix C 
Follow-^up letter 



CPNFIDENTIAL SURVEY OF STUDENT OPINION 



Dear Student: 

" Perhaps you recall receiving the enclosed questionnaire In yourmall 
recently * 

If you were busy at the time and unable, to fill out the questionnaire, 
would you possibly be able to flllH^out now? It takes. just a few minutes, ' 
and you will be helpinO*vto compile our survey. 

My letter attached to t^e questionnaire explains why the survey Is 
being done S^nd wl^y It Is so Important for us to have your ^opinions . 

\ Cordially yours, 



/ Edward B . Fort ^ 




Chancellor 




' 105 



